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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  6—  EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Agriculture 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (5)  is  added 
to  paragraph  (f)  of  §  6.111  as  set  out 
below. 

§  6.111  Department  of  Agrieulture. 
***** 

(f)  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion.  *  *  * 

(5)  Until  December  31,  1962,  two  po¬ 
sitions  of  Insured  Loan  Representative. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6530;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:56  a.m.] 


PART  6 — EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Department  of  Justice 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subparagraph  (7)  is 
added  to  paragraph  (b)  of  §  6.308  as  set 
out  below. 

§  6.308  Department  of  Justice. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Office  of  the  Deputy  Attorney 
General.  *  *  * 

(7)  One  Executive  Assistant  to  the 
Deputy  Attorney  General. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[Fit.  Doc.  62-6531;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:56  a.m.] 


PART  6 — EXCEPTIONS  FROM  THE 
COMPETITIVE  SERVICE 

Peace  Corps 

Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(1)  of  §  6.368  are  revoked,  and  para¬ 
graph  (s)  is  added  as  set  out  below. 


§  6.368  Peace  Corps. 

*  •  *  *  * 

(s)  One  Special  Assistant  to  the  Di¬ 
rector. 

(R.S.  1753,  sec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 

5  U.S.C.  631,  633) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[FJt.  Doc.  62-6532;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:56  am.] 

PART  25— FEDERAL  EMPLOYEES 
PAY  REGULATIONS 

Step  Increases 

1.  For  the  purpose  of  clarification,  the 
definition  of  “calendar  week”  in  §  25.152 
(a)  is  amended  effective  November  9, 
1961.  The  word  “calendar”  is  added 
between  “78”  and  “weeks”  in  the  first 
sentence  in  the  same  section,  effective 
upon  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  As  amended,  §  25.152(a)  reads 
as  set  forth  below. 

§  25.152  Schedule  waiting  period. 

(a)  For  full-time  and  nonfull-time 
employees  with  a  prearranged  regularly 
scheduled  tour  of  duty,  the  waiting  pe¬ 
riod  for  a  schedule  step  increase  (here¬ 
inafter  called  “schedule  waiting  period”) 
is  the  52  or  78  calendar  weeks  of  credit¬ 
able  service  as  prescribed  in  the  Act  and 
these  regulations.  For  nonfull-time  em¬ 
ployees  with  no  prearranged  regularly 
scheduled  tour  of  duty,  the  waiting  pe¬ 
riod  shall  be  260  days  in  a  pay  status 
over  a  period  of  not  less  than  52  calendar 
weeks,  or  390  days  in  a  pay  status  over 
a  period  of  not  less  than  78  calendar 
weeks.  For  purposes  of  this  section,  a 
calendar  week  is  a  period  of  any  seven 
calendar  days. 

2.  Effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  paragraph  (f)  is 
added  to  §  25.173  as  set  out  below. 

§  25.173  Creditable  service — longevity 
waiting  period. 

***** 

(f)  A  period  of  creditable  service  in 
excess  of  one  or  two  completed  longevity 
waiting  periods  shall  be  credited  toward 
completion  of  the  employee’s  next  lon¬ 
gevity  waiting  period. 

(Sec.  1101,  63  Stat.  971;  5  U.S.C.  1072) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6533;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:56  a.m.] 


Title  6— AGRICULTURAL 
CREDIT 

Chapter  IV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

PART  464— TOBACCO 

Subpart — Tobacco  Loan  Program 

Statement  with  respect  to  the  tobacco 
price  support  loan  program  formulated 
by  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  and 
Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conser¬ 
vation  Service  (hereinafter  referred  to 
respectively  as  “CCC”  and  “ASCS”) . 
Due  to  certain  operational  changes  in 
the  tobacco  loan  program,  §  464.1201  et 
seq.  of  this  part  are  hereby  revised. 

Sec. 

464.1201  Administration. 

464.1202  Availability  of  price  support. 

464.1203  Level  of  price  support. 

464.1204  Deductions  from  advances. 

464.1205  Interest  rate  and  general  provi¬ 

sions. 

464.1206  Adjustment  of  interest  and  dis¬ 

position  of  overplus. 

464.1207  Maturity  date. 

464.1208  Eligible  producer. 

464.1209  Eligible  tobacco. 

464.1210  Auction  warehouse  certification  of 

flue-cured  tobacco. 

464.1211  Special  provisions  applicable  only 

to  1962  crop  flue-cured  tobacco. 

Authority:  §§  464.1201  to  464.1211  Issued 
under  sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  15 
U.S.C.  714b.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  5,  62 
Stat.  1072,  secs.  101,  106,  401,  403,  63  Stat. 
1051,  as  amended,  1054;  74  Stat.  6;  15  U.S.C. 
714c,  7  U.S.C.  1441,  1445,  1421,  1423;  sec.  125, 
70  Stat.  198,  7  U.S.C.  1813. 

§  464.1201  Administration. 

(a)  This  program  will  be  administered 
by  the  Tobacco  Division,  ASCS,  under 
the  general  direction  and  supervision  of 
the  Executive  Vice  President,  CCC.  The 
program  will  be  carried  out  in  the  field 
by  producer  associations  (hereinafter  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  “associations”)  acting  for 
groups  of  producers.  To  obtain  a  loan, 
an  association  must  enter  into  a  loan 
agreement  with  CCC,  which  agreement 
will  set  forth  terms  and  conditions  pre¬ 
scribed  by  CCC.  CCC  reserves  the  right 
to  restrict  the  number  of  associations 
with  which  it  will  contract,  and  in  so 
doing  will  select  such  associations  as  it 
deems  necessary  or  desirable  to  effectu¬ 
ate  the  purposes  of  this  program  with 
a  maximum  of  efficiency  and  economy 
of  operation.  The  names  of  such  as¬ 
sociations  may  be  obtained  from  the 
Tobacco  Division,  ASCS,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
25.D.C. 
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(b)  Each  year  CCC  will  make  loans 
to  associations  upon  the  security  of  eligi¬ 
ble  tobacco,  and  the  associations  in  turn 
will  make  price  support  advances  to 
eligible  producers  either  directly  or 
through  auction  warehouses.  Loans 
made  to  associations  will  include  not 
only  the  initial  loan  value  of  the  to¬ 
bacco,  but  also  amounts  to  cover  costs 
of  receiving,  processing,  storing,  and 
selling  tobacco  pledged  as  security  for 
the  loan,  including  that  part  of  over¬ 
head  costs  not  borne  by  the  association 
pursuant  to  §  464.1204.  Associations 
will  be  authorized  to  enter  into  con¬ 
tracts  for  these  services  through  the 
usual  trade  channels. 

§  464.1202  Availability  of  price  support. 

(a)  Price  support  will  be  available  for 
any  crop  of  each  of  the  following  kinds 
of  tobacco,  if  producers  have  not  dis¬ 
approved  marketing  quotas  for  such 
crop: 

Flue-cured  tobacco,  types  11,  12,  13,  and  14. 
Kentucky-Tennessee  fire-cured  tobacco, 
types  22  and  23. 

Virginia  fire-cured  tobacco,  type  21. 

Virginia  sun-cured  tobacco,  type  37. 

Dark  air -cured  tobacco,  types  35  and  36. 
Burley  tobacco,  type  31. 

Maryland  tobacco,  type  32. 

Cigar  filler  tobacco,  type  41. 

Cigar  filler  and  binder  tobacco,  types  42,  43, 
44,  53,  54,  and  55. 

Puerto  Rican  tobacco,  type  46. 

Cigar  binder  tobacco,  types  51  and  52. 

(b)  No  price  support  will  be  available 
with  respect  to  any  kind  of  tobacco  for 
any  year  for  which  marketing  quotas 
have  been  disapproved  by  growers. 

(c)  Price  support  to  eligible  producers 
will  be  made  available  on  eligible  tobacco 
in  the  following  manner: 

(1)  Auction  market  area,  (i)  In  the 
areas  where  tobacco  is  marketed  through 
^auction  markets,  price  support  will  be 
extended  through  auction  warehouses 
which  have  contracted  with  the  associa¬ 
tion,  on  a  form  of  agreement  approved 
by  CCC,  to  make  price  support  advances 
to  producers  on  behalf  of  the  association. 
Producers  will  deliver  their  tobacco  to 
auction  warehouses  to  be  displayed  and 
offered  for  sale  at  auction.  The  associ¬ 
ation  contract  with  auction  warehouses 
will  require  the  auction  warehouses  to 
see  that  producers  are  informed  that 
price  support  advances  are  available  and 
to  make  price  support  advances  to  eli¬ 
gible  producers  on  eligible  tobacco.  Pro¬ 
ducers  will  generally  receive  the  price 
support  advances  from  the  warehouse¬ 
man  for  any  tobacco  to  be  consigned  to 
the  association  at  the  time  the  ware¬ 
houseman  settles  with  the  producer  for 
the  entire  quantity  of  the  producer’s  to¬ 
bacco  that  has  been  displayed  for  in¬ 
spection  and  offered  for  sale  on  any  one 
day’s  auction  market.  The  warehouse¬ 
man  will  in  turn  be  reimbursed  by  the 
association  with  funds  borrowed  from 
CCC. 

(ii)  Price  support  will  be  available 
only  at  warehouses  where  tobacco  in¬ 
spection  service  is  provided  by  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service,  U.S.D.A. 
Inspection  and  price  support  services 
may  be  extended  to  new  markets  or  to 
additional  sales  on  established  markets 


in  accordance  with  this  part  and  Subpart 
A  of  7  CFR  Part  29.  These  regulations 
provide  that  such  additional  services 
may  be  extended  only  after  a  formal  pub¬ 
lic  hearing  establishes  the  need  for  the 
services  and  the  adequacy  of  the  buying 
power  that  will  participate. 

(iii)  CCC  reserves  the  right  to  direct 
the  association  to  withhold  a  contract 
under  the  price  support  program  from 
any  auction  warehouse  for  one  or  more 
years  if,  based  on  previous  performance 
of  similar  contracts,  or  other  evidence, 
there  is  substantial  reason  to  expect  that 
such  warehouse  will  not  fulfill  the  con¬ 
tract  obligations. 

(iv)  In  the  case  of  flue-cured  tobacco, 
price  support  will  be  available  through 
auction  warehouses  in  the  States  of 
Georgia  and  Florida  only  if  such  tobacco 
is  in  untied  form. 

(2)  Non-auction  market  area.  Eligi¬ 
ble  producers  in  non-auction  market 
areas  will  deliver  eligible  tobacco  to  cen¬ 
tral  receiving  points  designated  by  the 
appropriate  association.  After  the  to¬ 
bacco  has  been  graded  by  U.S.D.A.  in¬ 
spectors,  the  producer  will  receive  the 
advance  directly  from  the  association  for 
any  tobacco  to  be  pledged  as  security  for 
loans. 

(3)  Period  of  price  support.  Price 
support  will  be  available  to  eligible  pro¬ 
ducers  on  eligible  tobacco  only  during 
each  year’s  normal  marketing  season  for 
each  kind  of  tobacco  for  which  support 
is  provided. 

§  464.1203  Level  of  price  support. 

The  level  of  price  support  to  eligible 
producers  shall  be  as  required  by  statute. 
For  each  crop  of  any  kind  of  tobacco 
the  level  of  price  support  shall  be  de¬ 
termined  by  multiplying  the  support 
level  of  the  1959  drop  or,  if  marketing 
quotas  were  disapproved  for  the  1959 
crop,  the  level  at  which  the  1959  crop 
would  have  been  supported  if  marketing 
quotas  had  been  in  effect,  by  the  ratio  of 
(a)  the  average  index  of  prices  paid  by 
farmers,  as  defined  in  section  301(a)  (1) 
(C)  of  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  for  the  three  calendar  years  im¬ 
mediately  preceding  the  calendar  year  in 
which  the  marketing  year  begins  for  the 
crop  for  which  the  support  level  is  being 
determined  to  (b)  the  average  index  of 
such  prices  paid  by  farmers  for  the  1959 
calendar  year.  Generally,  the  price  sup¬ 
port  level  for  each  kind  of  tobacco  will 
be  announced  soon  after  the  beginning 
of  each  calendar  year.  Schedules  of 
loan  rates,  by  types  and  grades  for  each 
kind  of  tobacco  will  be  announced  as 
supplements  to  this  statement  before  the 
opening  of  the  markets.  Flue-cured 
tobacco  of  varieties  Coker  139,  Coker  140, 
and  Dixie  Bright  244,  or  a  mixture  or 
strain  of  such  seed  varieties  or  any 
breeding  line  of  flue-cured  tobacco  seed 
varieties,  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
187-Golden  Wilt  (also  designated  by 
such  names  as  No-Name,  XYZ,  Mortgage 
Lifter,  Super  XYZ),  having  the  quality 
and  chemical  characteristics  of  the  seed 
varieties  designated  as  Coker  139,  Coker 
140,  or  Dixie  Bright  244  will  be  supported 
at  one-half  the  support  rate  for  com¬ 
parable  grades  of  acceptable  varieties. 


§  464.1204  Deductions  from  advances. 

(a)  The  associations  will  be  required 
to  bear  a  portion  of  the  overhead  costs 
in  connection  with  the  loan  operation. 
For  this  purpose,  the  associations  in  the 
auction*  marketing  areas  may  charge  the 
producer  a  fee  of  12  cents  per  hundred 
pounds  and  may  make  such  other 
charges  as  may  be  authorized  or  ap¬ 
proved  by  CCC.  Such  charges  may  be 
collected  by  a  deduction  from  the  ad¬ 
vance  made  to  the  producer  on  his  to¬ 
bacco  or  by  arrangements  with  the  auc¬ 
tion  warehousemen  under  which  they 
will  collect  such  charges  and  remit  to 
the  associations.  In  the  nonauction 
market  areas,  the  fee  will  be  established 
at  a  rate  commensurate  with  the  serv¬ 
ices  performed  by  the  associations. 

(b)  If  any  producer  on  a  farm  is  in¬ 
debted  to  the  United  States  and  such  in¬ 
debtedness  is  listed  on  the  county  debt 
register,  the  Government  will  effect  col¬ 
lection  of  the  amount  of  the  indebted¬ 
ness  by  set-off  from  the  amount  of  price 
support  advance  due  the  producer  in  the 
following  manner:  Any  within-quota 
marketing  card  issued  for  such  farm  in 
accordance  with  the  applicable  regula¬ 
tions  issued  by  the  Secretary  of  Agricul¬ 
ture  with  respect  to  marketing  quotas 
will  bear  the  notation  “Indebted  to  U.S.” 
on  the  front  cover  thereof  and  on  the 
county  office  copy  of  each  memorandum 
of  sale,  and  the  name  of  the  debtor  and 
the  amount  of  the  indebtedness  will  be 
shown  on  the  inside  back  cover  of  the 
marketing  card.  The  acceptance  and 
use  of  a  within-quota  marketing  card 
bearing  a  notation  and  information  of 
indebtedness  to  the  United  States  by  the 
producer  named  as  debtor  on  such  card 
will  constitute  an  authorization  by  such 
producer  to  any  tobacco  warehouseman 
or  association  to  pay  to  the  United  States 
the  price  support  advance  due  the  pro¬ 
ducer  to  the  extent  of  his  indebtedness 
set  forth  on  such  card  but  not  to  exceed 
that  portion  of  the  price  support  advance 
remaining  after  deduction  of  usual  ware¬ 
house  and  authorized  price  support 
charges  and  amounts  due  prior  lienhold¬ 
ers.  The  acceptance  and  use  of  a  within- 
quota  marketing  card  bearing  a  notation 
and  information  of  indebtedness  to  the 
United  States  will  not  constitute  a  waiver 
of  any  right  of  the  producer  to  contest 
the  validity  of  such  indebtedness  by  ap¬ 
propriate  administrative  appeal  or  legal 
action.  Under  the  marketing  quota  reg¬ 
ulations  issued  by  the  Secretary,  if  the 
produced  named  as  debtor  on  the  card 
objects  to  the  issuance,  or  after  issuance 
to  the  use,  of  a  within-quota  marketing 
card  bearing  the  notation  and  informa¬ 
tion  of  indebtedness  to  the  United  States 
thereon,  he  may  elect  to  receive  an  ex¬ 
cess  marketing  card  showing  “zero  per¬ 
cent”  penalty,  in  which  event  the  pro¬ 
ducer  will  be  ineligible  for  price  support 
advances. 

§  464.1205  Interest  rate  and  general 
provisions. 

The  loans  made  to  the  associations  will 
bear  interest  at  the  rate  announced  by 
CCC  for  each  crop  year  and  will  be  non¬ 
recourse  both  as  to  principal  and  inter¬ 
est  except  in  the  case  of  misrepresenta¬ 
tion,  fraud,  or  failure  to  carry  out  the 
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terms  of  the  loan  contract.  Tobacco 
loses  its  identity  as  to  original  ownership 
through  commingling  in  the  packing 
process,  and  individual  producers  may 
not  redeem  their  tobacco  once  It  has  been 
pledged  for  loan.  Associations  will  sell 
the  loan  tobacco  as  provided  in  the  loan 
agreements,  and  all  proceeds  of  sales  of 
the  loan  collateral  of  each  crop  year 
will  be  applied  to  the  loan  account  for 
such  crop  year  until  the  loan  is  repaid 
in  full. 

§  464.1206  Adjustment  of  interest  and 
disposition  of  overplus. 

The  loan  agreement  between  CCC  and 
any  association  may  include  provisions 
under  which  CCC  will  adjust  the  inter¬ 
est  rate  as  outlined  in  paragraph  (c)  of 
this  section  and  the  association  will  ap¬ 
ply,  as  directed  by  CCC,  one-half  of  the 
“overplus”  from  any  crop  year  loan  to 
the  indebtedness  on  other  crop  year 
loans.  This  arrangement  will  be  avail¬ 
able  only  to  those  associations  which 
include  under  the  arrangement  all  CCC 
loans  outstanding  at  the  time  the  ar¬ 
rangement  is  made. 

(a)  Definition  of  overplus.  “Over¬ 
plus”  is  the  balance  remaining  from  the 
sales  proceeds  of  the  loan  tobacco,  after 
deducting  (1)  the  amount  of  the  loan, 
plus  all  handling  charges  and  operating 
costs,  and  interest;  and  (2)  any  amount 
due  CCC  under  a  barter  transfer  agree¬ 
ment  entered  into  between  CCC  and  the 
association. 

(b)  Disposition  of  overplus.  For 
those  associations  which  agree  to  apply 
one-half  of  the  overplus  to  other  crop 
year  loans,  the  remaining  one-half  of 
the  overplus  shall  constitute  “net  gains”, 
and  for  those  associations  which  do  not 
agree  to  apply  one-half  of  the  overplus 
to  other  crop  year  loans,  the  entire 
overplus  shall  constitute  “net  gains”. 
Net  gains  shall  be  distributed  in  cash  by 
the  associations  to  the  producers  who 
placed  the  tobacco  under  loan  unless 
other  disposition  is  approved  by  CCC. 

(c)  Adjustment  of  interest  rate.  In 
consideration  of  any  association’s  agree¬ 
ment  to  apply  to  the  CCC  loan  indebted¬ 
ness  of  other  crop  years  one-half  of  the 
overplus  from  any  crop  year  loan,  the 
interest  rate  on  such  crop  year  loan 
shall  be  adjusted  annually,  as  of  the 
beginning  of  each  subsequent  marketing 
year  (July  1  for  flue-cured  tobacco  loans 
and  October  1  for  loans  on  other  kinds 
of  tobacco)  to  the  rate  established  by 
CCC  as  applicable  to  price  support  loans 
on  the  current  crops,  minus  one  percent 
per  annum:  Provided,  That  if  such 
adjusted  interest  rate  is  determined  by 
CCC  to  be  less  than  the  average  rate  of 
interest  applicable  to  CCC’s  borrowings 
from  the  Treasury,  the  amount  of  in¬ 
terest  accrued  at  such  adjusted  interest 
rate  shall  be  increased  at  the  end  of  the 
marketing  year  or  at  the  time  of  final 
repayment  of  the  loan  to  the  amount 
which  would  have  accrued  at  the  average 
interest  rate  applicable  to  CCC’s  borrow¬ 
ings  from  the  Treasury,  but  not  exceed¬ 
ing  the  rate  of  interest  established  by 
CCC  as  applicable  to  the  current  crop 
year  loans. 


§  464.1207  Maturity  date. 

Loans  made  under  the  program  will 
mature  on  demand. 

§  464.1208  Eligible  producer. 

(a)  An  eligible  producer  is  one  for 
whom  a  within-quota  marketing  card 
has  been  issued  under  the  applicable 
regulations  issued  by  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  with  respect  to  tobacco 
marketing  quotas  for  the  applicable 
marketing  year.  (In  general,  the  mar¬ 
keting  quota  regulations  provide  for  the 
issuance  of  a  within-quota  marketing 
card  where  the  tobacco  acreage  har¬ 
vested  for  each  kind  of  tobacco  produced 
on  the  farm  is  not  in  excess  of  the  ap¬ 
plicable  acreage  allotment  established 
under  the  marketing  quota  program  for 
such  farm,  except  that  a  within-quota 
marketing  card  is  not  issued  where  the 
planted  acreage  of  any  kind  of  tobacco 
exceeds  the  farm  acreage  allotment  es¬ 
tablished  therefor  unless  a  request  for 
disposition  of  the  excess  acreage  is  filed 
promptly.)  In  the  case  of  flue-cured 
tobacco,  two  types  of  within-quota  mar¬ 
keting  cards  will  be  used:  a  “white” 
within-quota  marketing  card  will  sig¬ 
nify  that  the  tobacco  produced  on  the 
farm  for  which  such  marketing  card 
was  issued  is  eligible  for  full  price  sup¬ 
port,  and  a  “blue”  within-quota  Limited 
Support  marketing  card  will  signify 
that  the  tobacco  produced  on  the  farm 
for  which  such  card  was  issued  is  eligible 
for  price  support  on  a  grade  basis  at  one- 
half  the  regular  price  support  rate.  The 
regulations  further  provide  for  collec¬ 
tion  of  indebtedness  to  the  United  States 
as  set  out  in  §  464.1204.  Also  an  excess 
marketing  card  (ineligible  for  price 
support  loans)  shall  be  issued  in  any 
case  where  tobacco  is  produced  on  land 
owned  by  the  Federal  Government  in 
violation  of  the  provisions  of  a  lease 
restricting  the  production  of  tobaccos 
Marketing  quota  cards  issued  pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of 
1938,  as  amended,  when  utilized  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  price  support  under 
the  regulations  in  this  subpart,  are  sub¬ 
mitted,  and  the  data  in  support  thereof 
is  reported,  under  the  Agricultural  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended,  and  under  the 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation  Charter 
Act,  as  amended,  and  may  be  utilized 
as  Commodity  Credit  Corporation  deems 
necessary  or  desirable  for  the  conduct 
of  the  price  support  program. 

(b)  As  Puerto  Rican  tobacco  is  not 
under  U.S.  marketing  quotas,  all  pro¬ 
ducers  of  this  type  of  tobacco  are  con¬ 
sidered  eligible  producers  for  the  purpose 
of  this  program. 

§  464.1209  Eligible  tobacco. 

Eligible  tobacco  shall  be  U.S.  and 
Puerto  Rican  tobacco  (as  defined  in  the 
Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended)  which  (a)  has  been  properly 
identified  in  accordance  with  applicable 
tobacco  Marketing  Quota  Regulations  on 
a  valid  memorandum  of  sale  issued  from 
a  “Within-Quota”  Marketing  Card  or  a 
Within-Quota  Limited  Support  Market¬ 
ing  Card,  where  marketing  quotas  are 
in  effect;  (b)  has  been  delivered  to  the 
association  by  the  producer  prior  to  sale 


to  any  other  person;  (c)  is  in  sound  and 
merchantable  condition;  (d)  is  of  a  type 
and  crop  year  for  which  price  support  is 
available;  (e)  is  free  and  clear  of  any 
and  all  liens  and  encumbrances;  and  (f) 
was  not  produced  on  land  owned  by  the 
Federal  Government  in  violation  of  the 
provisions  of  a  lease  restricting  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  tobacco. 

§  464.1210  Auction  warehouse  certifica¬ 
tion  of  flue-cured  tobacco. 

Auction  warehouses  through  which 
price  support  is  made  available  to  pro¬ 
ducers  of  flue-cured  tobacco  shall  iden¬ 
tify,  through  the  use  of  “certified”  bas¬ 
ket  tickets,  all  tobacco  (including  resale 
and  “excess”  tobacco)  offered  for  sale 
at  auction  which  is  determined  to  be  of 
varieties  eligible  for  full  price  support. 
A  distinguishably  different  type  of  bas¬ 
ket  ticket  shall  be  used  for  all  other  to¬ 
bacco  offered  for  sale  at  auction.  The 
basis  for  determining  whether  tobacco 
is  of  varieties  eligible  for  full  price  sup¬ 
port  shall  be  (a)  for  tobacco  being  of¬ 
fered  for  sale  by  or  for  the  account  of  the 
producer  thereof,  the  marketing  card  is¬ 
sued  pursuant  to  marketing  quota  regu¬ 
lations  for  the  farm  on  which  the  tobacco 
was  produced,  and  (b)  for  resale  tobacco 
(tobacco  which  has  been  previously  sold 
by  the  producer) ,  a  certification  by  the 
seller  to  U.S.D.A.  and  the  warehouse  on 
Form  MQ  79-1  Dealer’s  Certification — 
Resale  Tobacco,  a  form  provided  for 
under  the  applicable  marketing  quota 
regulations,  except  where  another  basis 
is  authorized  by  the  Director,  Tobacco 
Division,  ASCS.  In  the  case  of  producer 
tobacco,  the  warehouse  shall  examine  the 
marketing  card  prior  to  the  time  the 
tobacco  is  offered  for  sale,  record  the 
marketing  card  serial  number  on  the 
warehouse  floor  sheet,  and  shall  use 
certified  basket  tickets  on  the  tobacco 
only  if  the  marketing  card  presented  is 
a  Within-Quota  (white)  Marketing  Card 
or  an  Excess  (red)  Marketing  Card 
stamped  “Acceptable  Varieties”.  A 
dealer  by  execution  of  the  Form  MQ  79- 
1,  Dealer’s  Certification — Resale  Tobacco 
shall  certify  that  the  tobacco  offered  for 
sale  and  all  other  resale  tobacco  in  which 
the  dealer  has  an  interest  was  purchased 
directly  from  the  producer  and  was  iden¬ 
tified  by  a  valid  bill  of  non-warehouse 
sale  issued  from  a  Within-Quota  (white) 
Marketing  Card  or  an  Excess  (red)  Mar¬ 
keting  Card  stamped  “Acceptable  Varie¬ 
ties”,  or  was  purchased  by  him  at  auction 
sale  through  a  warehouse  having  price 
support  available  to  producers  and  was 
identified  by  a  certified  basket  ticket. 
Properly  executed  Dealer’s  Certifica¬ 
tion — Resale  Tobacco  shall  be  furnished 
to  the  U.S.D.A.  representative  stationed 
at  the  warehouse  prior  to  the  sale  of  the 
tobacco,  with  a  copy  to  the  warehouse. 
Where  the  Director,  Tobacco  Division, 
notifies  the  warehouse  that  the  certifica¬ 
tions  of  any  dealer  are  not  acceptable 
for  this  purpose,  the  Dealer’s  Certifica¬ 
tion  shall  not  be  used  by  the  warehouse 
as  a  basis  for  a  “certified”  basket  ticket. 
Such  notice  will  be  given  to  all  ware¬ 
houses  having  price  support  available  to 
producers  if  a  dealer  is  found  to  have 
made  a  false  certification,  or  if  a  dealer 
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fails  to  file  reports  required  by  applicable 
marketing  quota  regulations.  In  the 
latter  case,  the  notice  will  be  rescinded 
when  the  dealer  flies  the  reports  if  they 
show  that  he  has  not  made  false  certifi¬ 
cations  with  respect  to  identification  of 
full  support  variety  tobacco.  Dealers 
making  false  certifications,  or  producers 
using  marketing  cards  other  than  the  one 
issued  for  the  farm  on  which  the  tobacco 
was  produced,  to  obtain  use  of  certified 
basket  tickets  for  tobacco  not  entitled 
to  such  identification,  shall  be  subject 
to  applicable  provisions  of  law  relating 
to  conspiracy,  fraud,  or  other  offenses, 
and  to  penalties  imposed  by  applicable 
marketing  quota  regulations.  A  dealer 
who  has  full  support  variety  resale  to¬ 
bacco  for  which  the  Dealer’s  Certifica¬ 
tion  cannot  properly  be  executed  be¬ 
cause  such  tobacco  or  other  tobacco  in 
which  he  has  an  interest  was  acquired 
other  than  as  the  certification  form  pro¬ 
vides,  or  a  dealer  whose  certifications 
have  been  determined  to  be  unacceptable, 
may  have  full  support  variety  tobacco 
identified  on  a  “certified”  basket  ticket 
through  application  to  the  Director,  To¬ 
bacco  Division.  In  such  instances,  if 
by  examination  of  the  marketing  quota 
records  and  other  evidence,  the  Director 
determines  that  the  tobacco  is  of  a  full 
support  variety,  a  special  authorization 
will  be  given  for  the  warehouses  to  iden¬ 
tify  the  tobacco  on  a  “certified”  basket 
ticket. 

§  464.1211  Special  provisions  applicable 
only  lo  1962  crop  flue-cured  tobacco. 

During  the  first  five  sales  days  on  each 
flue-cured  tobacco  market  other  than  the 
Georgia-Florida  markets,  price  support 
will  be  available  only  on  lugs,  including 
primings  and  nondescript  grades  thereof, 
which  are  otherwise  eligible  for  price 
support  and  are  offered  for  sale  in  un¬ 
tied  form.  During  these  five  days,  price 
support  will  not  be  available  on  tied 
tobacco  or  on  untied  tobacco  of  other 
grades.  Beginning  with  the  sixth  day 
of  the  sale,  price  support  will  be  avail¬ 
able  only  on  eligible  tobacco  offered  for 
sale  in  tied  form. 

Effective  date:  Date  of  publication. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
29,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6528;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:56  a.m.] 


Chapter  V — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — EXPORT  AND  DOMESTIC 
CONSUMPTION  PROGRAMS 

[Arndt.  3] 

PART  540— PILOT  FOOD  STAMP 
PROJECTS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  regulations  governing  Pilot  Food 
Stamp  Projects,  26  F.R.  4137,  as 


amended,  26  F.R.  5945  and  26  F.R.  8967 
are  hereby  further  amended: 

1.  Section  540.2(c)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(c)  “Coupon”  means  any  food  stamp 
coupon  or  food  coupon  issued  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  this  part. 

2.  Section  540.2  is  further  amended  by 
adding  thereto  the  following  paragraph: 

(u)  “Food  Stamp  Program  Redemp¬ 
tion  Certificate”  means  AMS  Forms:. 
“Food  Stamp  Program  Redemption  Cer¬ 
tificate”;  “Retail  Merchants  Food  Stamp 
Program  Redemption  Certificate”;  or 
“Wholesalers  Food  Stamp  Program  Re¬ 
demption  Certificate”. 

3.  The  last  sentence  in  §  540.9(a)  is 
amended  to  read  as  follows:  “Except  for 
those  coupons  of  twenty-five  or  fifty  cent 
denominations  returned  to  him  as 
change  by  the  authorized  retail  food 
store,  coupons  shall  be  detached  from 
the  book  only  at  the  time  such  coupons 
are  exchanged  for  food  in  authorized  re¬ 
tail  food  stores/’ 

4.  Section  540.10(d)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

(d)  No  owner  or  employee  of  any  re¬ 
tail  food  store  authorized  to  receive 
coupons  shall  accept  coupons  marked 
“cancelled”;  coupons  which  bear  the 
stamped  or  written  endorsement  of  any 
bank;  or  coupons  of  other  than  twenty- 
five-  or  fifty-cent  denominations  which 
have  been  detached  from  the  coupon 
book  prior  to  the  time  of  purchase  of 
eligible  food  nor  shall  any  such  person 
knowingly  accept  coupons  from  a  person 
presenting  coupons  in  exchange  for 
eligible  food  who  has  no  right  to  the 
possession  of  such  coupons  for  such  use. 

5.  Section  540.10(e)  is  amended  to 
read  as  follows: 

*  (e)  Change  in  cash  shall  not  be  given 

for  coupons,  but  authorized  retail  food 
stores  may  use  for  the  purpose  of  mak¬ 
ing  change  those  coupons  having  a  de¬ 
nomination  of  twenty-five  or  fifty  cents 
which  were  previously  accepted  in  ex¬ 
change  for  eligible  foods.  If  change  in 
an  amount  of  less  than  fifty  cents  is 
required,  the  eligible  household  shall 
have  the  option  of  paying  in  cash  or  re¬ 
ceiving  credit  from  the  authorized  retail 
food  store  for  the  future  delivery  of  an 
equivalent  value  of  eligible  foods:  Pro¬ 
vided,  however,  That  to  the  extent 
twenty-five  cent  coupons  are  available, 
the  food  retailer  shall  utilize  such  cou¬ 
pons  in  making  change  in  amounts  of 
less  than  fifty  cents. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
be  effective  as  of  July  2,  1962. 

Roy  W.  Lennartson, 
Associate  Administrator. 

Approved:  June  29,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6529;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
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Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  VII — Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service 
(Agricultural  Adjustment),  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B— FARM  MARKETING  QUOTAS 
AND  ACREAGE  ALLOTMENTS 

PART  728— WHEAT 
Subpart — 1963-64  Marketing  Year 

Sec. 

728.1301  Basis  and  purpose. 

728.1302|  National  marketing  quota  for 
wheat  for  the  1963-64  marketing 
year. 

728.1303  1963  national  acreage  allotment  for 

wheat. 

728.1304  Apportionment  of  the  1963  na¬ 

tional  acreage  allotment  for 
wheat  among  the  several  States. 

728.1305  Designation  of  States  outside  the 

commercial  w  h  e  a  t-producing 
area  for  the  1963-64  marketing 
year. 

Authority:  §§  728.1301  to  728.1305  issued 
under  secs.  301,  332,  333,  334,  335,  375,  377, 
52  Stat.  38,  as  amended,  53,  as  amended,  54, 
as  amended,  66,  as  amended,  73  Stat.  393, 
76  Stat.  69;  7  U.S.C.  1301,  1332,  1333,  1334, 
1335, 1375,  1377. 

§  728.1301  Basis  and  purpose. 

(a)  The  regulations  contained  in 
§§  728.1301  to  728.1305  are  issued  (1)  to 
proclaim  the  national  marketing  quota 
for  wheat  for  the  marketing  year  begin¬ 
ning  July  1,  1963,  (2)  to  proclaim  the 
1963  national  acreage  allotment  for 
wheat,  (3)  to  apportion  among  the  sev¬ 
eral  States  the  1963  national  acreage  for 
wheat,  and  (4)  to  designate  the  States 
outside  the  commercial  wheat-producing 
area  for  the  1963-64  marketing  year. 

(b)  Section  335  of  the  Agricultural 
Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended, 
provides  that  whenever  in  any  calendar 
year  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture  deter¬ 
mines  (1)  that  the  total  supply  of  wheat 
for  the  marketing  year  beginning  in  such 
calendar  year  will  exceed  the  normal 
supply  for  such  marketing  year  by  more 
than  20  per  centum  or  (2)  that  the  total 
supply  of  wheat  for  the  marketing  year 
ending  in  such  calendar  year  is  not  less 
than  the  normal  supply  for  such  mar¬ 
keting  year  and  that  the  average  farm 
price  for  wheat  for  three  consecutive 
months  of  such  marketing  year  did  not 
exceed  66  per  centum  of  parity,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  shall,  not  later  than  May  15  of 
such  calendar  year  proclaim  such  fact 
that  a  national  marketing  quota  shall 
be  in  effect  with  respect  to  the  marketing 
of  wheat  during  the  marketing  year  be¬ 
ginning  July  1  of  the  next  succeeding 
calendar  year.  Public  Law  87-450,  ap¬ 
proved  May  15, 1962,  authorized  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  defer  such  proclamation  until 
June  15,  1962,  and  Public  Law  87-485, 
approved  June  15,  1962,  authorized  the 
Secretary  to  defer  such  proclamation 
until  July  15,  1962. 

(c)  Section  332  of  the  act  provides 
that  not  later  than  May  15  of  each  cal- 


Wednesday,  July  4,  1962 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


6315 


endar  year  the  Secretary  shall  ascertain 
and  proclaim  the  national  acreage  al¬ 
lotment  for  the  crop  of  wheat  produced 
in  the  next  succeeding  calendar  year. 
Public  Law  87-450,  authorized  the  Secre¬ 
tary  to  defer  such  proclamation  until 
June  15,  1962,  and  Public  Law  87-485, 
approved  June  15,  1962,  authorized  the 
Secretary  to  defer  such  proclamation  un¬ 
til  July  15,  1962.  Section  333  of  the  act, 
as  amended,  provides  that  the  national 
acreage  allotment  for  any  crop  of  wheat 
shall  be  that  acreage  which  the  Secre¬ 
tary  determines  will,  on  the  basis  of  the 
national  average  yield  of  wheat  produce 
an  amount  thereof  adequate,  together 
with  the  estimated  carry-over  at  the  be¬ 
ginning  of  the  marketing  year  for  such 
crops  and  imports,  to  make  available  a 
supply  for  such  marketing  year  equal  to 
a  normal  year’s  domestic  consumption 
and  exports  plus  30  per  centum  thereof, 
but  such  national  acreage  allotment 
cannot  be  less  than  55  million  acres. 

<d)  Section  334(a)  of  the  act,  as 
amended,  provides  that  the  1963  national 
acreage  allotment  for  wheat  (less  a  re¬ 
serve  of  not  to  exceed  one  per  centum 
thereof  for  apportionment  to  counties  in 
addition  to  the  county  allotments  made 
under  section  334(b)  of  the  act  on  the 
basis  of  the  relative  needs  of  counties  for 
additional  allotment  because  of  new 
areas  coming  into  the  production  of 
wheat  during  the  preceding  ten  years) 
shall  be  apportioned  among  the  several 
States  on  the  basis  of  the  acreage  seeded 
for  the  production  of  wheat  during  the 
ten  calendar  years  1952  to  1961  (plus,  in 
applicable  years,  the  acreage  diverted 
from  wheat  under  agricultural  adjust¬ 
ment  and  conservation  programs) ,  with 
adjustments  for  abnormal  weather  con¬ 
ditions  and  for  trends  in  acreage  during 
such  period. 

(e)  Section  335(e)  of  the  act,  as 
amended,  provides  that  if,  for  the  1963- 
64  marketing  year,  the  acreage  allotment 
for  wheat  for  any  State  is  25,000  acres 
or  less,  the  Secretary,  in  order  to  pro¬ 
mote  efficient  administration  of  the  act 
and  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1949,  may 
designate  such  State  as  outside  the  com¬ 
mercial  wheat-producing  area  for  such 
marketing  year.  No  farm  marketing 
quota  or  acreage  allotment  for  wheat 
shall  be  applicable  in  such  marketing 
year  to  any  farm  in  any  State  so  desig¬ 
nated;  and  no  acreage  allotment  in  any 
other  State  shall  be  increased  by  reason 
of  such  designation. 

(f) (1)  The  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  by  the  Secretai'y  contained  in 
§§  728.1302,  728.1303,  and  728.1304  have 
been  made  on  the  basis  of  the  latest 
available  statistics  of  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  as  required  by  section  301(c)  of 
the  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended.  In  making  the  findings 
and  determinations  contained  in  §  728.- 
1304  the  State  wheat  acreage  estimates 
of  the  Statistical  Reporting  Service  of 
this  Department  were  used  for  the  years 
1952-56,  inclusive,  adjusted  where  nec- 
essary  to  reflect  the  acreages  of  wheat 
used  for  green  manure,  cover  crop,  hay, 
pasture,  and  silage,  in  all  States,  the 
acreage  planted  to  Durum  Wheat  (Class 
II)  under  Public  Law  290,  83rd  Con¬ 
gress,  and  Public  Law  8,  84th  Congress 


in  the  States  of  Minnesota,  Montana, 
North  Dakota,  and  South  Dakota,  and 
Public  Law  431,  84th  Congress,  in  the 
States  of  North  Dakota,  Minnesota, 
Montana,  South  Dakota,  and  California, 
as  indicated  by  statistics  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  of  this  Department. 

For  States  for  which  wheat  acreage 
estimates  are  not  compiled  by  the  Statis¬ 
tical  Reporting  Service,  and  for  the  1957, 
1958,  1959,  1960,  and  1961  crop  years, 
statistics  of  the  Agricultural  Stabiliza¬ 
tion  and  Conservation  Service  were  used. 

<2)  Credit  for  wheat  diversion  in  1954 
was  computed  on  a  farm  basis  as  follows: 
If  the  1954  farm  wheat  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  was  knowingly  exceeded,  no  credit 
for  diversion  was  allowed.  If  the  1954 
allotment  was  not  knowingly  exceeded 
and  the  1954  wheat  acreage  was  90  per 
centum  or  more  of  the  farm  allotment, 
the  diversion  credit  allowed  was  the  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  base  acreage  and 
the  1954  wheat  acreage.  If  the  1954 
wheat  acreage  was  less  than  90  per  cen¬ 
tum  of  the  allotment,  the  maximum 
diversion  credit  for  the  farm  was  deter¬ 
mined  by  dividing  the  1954  wheat  acre¬ 
age  by  90  per  centum  of  the  county 
scaling  factor  and  subtracting  from  this 
result  the  1954  wheat  acreage. 

(3)  Credit  for  wheat  divei’sion  in  1955 
and  1956  was  computed  on  a  farm  basis 
in  a  similar  manner  as  for  1954,  except 
that  for  1956  there  was  added  to  the 
computed  wheat  diversion  for  each  farm 
the  acreage  placed  in  the  L956  acreage 
reserve  program  for  wheat  which  was  not 
planted  to  wheat. 

(4)  For  the  years  1954, 1955,  and  1956, 
the  State  diversion  credit  for  wheat  was 
determined  by  obtaining  the  sums  of  the 
computed  farm  divei’sion  credits  for  each 
year.  For  the  States  of  Minnesota, 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Dakota  the  acreage  of  Durum  Wheat 
<  Class  II)  grown  within  the  allotment 
increases  made  for  1954  under  Public 
Law  290,  83d  Congress,  and  for  1955  and 
1956  under  Public  Law  431,  84th  Con¬ 
gress,  were  deducted  from  the  1954, 1955, 
and  1956  State  wheat  acreages,  respec¬ 
tively,  adjusted  as  described  above  so 
that  such  increases  made  for  Durum 
Wheat  (Class  II)  would  not  be  reflected 
in  the  determination  of  future  allot¬ 
ments  as  provided  by  those  acts.  For 
the  State  of  California  a  similar  adjust¬ 
ment  was  made  in  the  1956  State  wheat 
acreage  for  Durum  Wheat  (Class  II). 

(5)  Adjustments  for  abnormal  weather 
conditions  were  determined  on  a  county 
basis  for  each  State  because  the  nature 
of  such  adjustments  does  not  permit 
their  determination  at  the  State  level. 
Such  adjustments  in  the  county  wheat 
acreage  estimates  were  approved  only  for 
counties  for  which  the  ASC  State  com¬ 
mittees  had  determined  that  the  wheat 
acreage  seeded  and  diverted  for  any 
year  of  the  10 -year  period  was  below 
normal  due  to  abnormal  weather  con¬ 
ditions.  Counties  thus  approved  which 
had  wheat  acreage  plus  diverted  acre¬ 
age  for  the  year  in  question  lower  than 
the  level  represented  by  90  percent  of  the 
most  recent  previous  normal  year’s  acre¬ 
age  or  110  percent  of  the  previous  10- 
year  average  wheat  acreage  plus  diverted 


acreage,  whichever  was  less,  were  in¬ 
creased  to  such  level.  The  State  wheat 
acreage  estimates  of  the  Statistical  Re¬ 
porting  Service,  as  previously  adjusted, 
were  increased  by  an  acreage  equal  to  the 
difference  between  the  wheat  acreage 
plus  diversion  and  the  acreage  substi¬ 
tuted  in  lieu  thereof  as  an  adjustment 
for  abnormal  weather,  for  all  applicable 
counties  in  the  State. 

(6)  The  1957  wheat  acreage  data  as 
compiled  from  Agricultural  Stabilization 
and  Conservation  Service  statistics  in¬ 
cluded  the  following  as  wheat  acreage: 

< i)  Acreage  actually  seeded  on  the  farms 
and  classified  as  wheat  under  marketing 
quota  regulations,  less  the  acreage  of 
Durum  Wheat  (Class  II)  grown  within 
the  allotment  increased  under  Public 
Law  85-13;  (ii)  the  amount  by  which  the 
acreage  on  a  farm  was  less  than  the 
wheat  acreage  allotment,  except  those 
farms  underplanting  the  allotment  for 
the  purpose  of  depleting  stored  excess; 
(iii)  the  acreage  diverted  from  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  wheat  on  complying  farms; 
and  (iv)  the  acreage  released  and  reap¬ 
portioned  to  farms  under  regulations  is¬ 
sued  by  the  Secretary  governing  the  tem¬ 
porary  release  and  reapportionment  of 
such  acreage. 

(7)  Section  334  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  was 
amended  by  Public  Law  85-203  to  add 
subsection  (h),  reading  in  part  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “Notwithstanding  any  other  pro¬ 
vision  of  law,  no  acreage  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  wheat-producing  area  seeded  to 
wheat  for  harvest  as  grain  in  1958  or 
thereafter  in  excess  of  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  shall  be  considered  in  establishing 
future  State  and  county  acreage  allot¬ 
ments  except  as  prescribed  in  the  pro¬ 
visos  to  the  first  sentence  of  subsections 

(a)  and  <b) ,  respectively,  of  this  section.’’ 

( 8 >  Under  the  provisions  of  this 

amendment,  only  the  allotment  can  be 
counted  as  wheat  acreage  history  on  any 
farm  on  which  the  allotment  was  over¬ 
seeded  for  the  1958  crop  year.  The  acre¬ 
age  data  from  1958  compiled  from  Agri¬ 
cultural  Stabilization  and  Conservation 
Service  statistics  were  the  sum  of  the 
following:  (i)  The  wheat  acreage  allot¬ 
ment  for  all  farms  on  which  the  allot¬ 
ment  was  overseeded;  (ii)  the  wheat 
acreage  base  on  all  farms  complying  with 
the  wheat  acreage  allotment,  except 
those  farms  underplanting  the  allotment 
for  the  purpose  of  depleting  stored  ex¬ 
cess;  and  (iii)  for  those  farms  under- 
planting  the  allotment  for  the  purpose  of 
depleting  stored  excess,  the  acreage  ac¬ 
tually  classified  as  wheat  under  market¬ 
ing  quota  regulations,  plus  the  diversion 
credit  determined  by  multiplying  the 
acreage  seeded  by  the  reciprocal  of  the 
county  scaling  factor. 

(9)  Section  334  of  the  Agricultural  Ad¬ 
justment  Act  of  1938,  as  amended,  was 
amended  by  Public  Law  86-419,  to  add 
subsection  (d)  as  follows: 

(d)  For  the  purpose  of  subsections  (a), 

(b) ,  and  (c)  of  this  section,  any  farm  (1) 
to  which  a  wheat  marketing  quota  is  appli¬ 
cable;  and  (2)  on  which  the  acreage  planted 
to  wheat  exceeds  the  farm  wheat  acreage 
allotment;  and  (3)  on  which  the  marketing 
excess  is  zero  shall  be  regarded  as  a  farm 
on  which  the  entire  amount  of  the  farm 
marketing  excess  has  been  delivered  to  the 
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Secretary  or  stored  in  accordance  with  appli¬ 
cable  regulation*  to  avoid  or  postpone  the 
payment  of  the  penalty.  This  subsection 
shall  be  applicable  in  establishing  the  acre¬ 
age  seeded  and  diverted  and  the  past  acre¬ 
age  of  wheat  for  1950  and  subsequent  years 
in  the  apportionment  of  allotment  begin¬ 
ning  with  the  1961  crop  of  wheat.  For  the 
purpose  of  clause  (1)  of  this  subsection,  a 
farm  with  respect  to  which  an  exemption 
has  been  granted  under  section  335(f)  for 
any  year  shall  not  be  regarded  as  a  farm 
to  which  a  wheat  marketing  quota  is  appli¬ 
cable  for  such  year,  even  though  such  exemp¬ 
tion  should  become  null  and  void  because 
of  a  violation  of  the  conditions  of  the  ex¬ 
emption. 

Under  the  provisions  of  this  amendment 
and  under  the  exceptions  as  prescribed 
in  the  provisos  to  Public  Law  85-203, 
only  the  allotment  can  be  counted  as 
wheat  acreage  history  on  any  farm  on 
which  the  allotment  is  overseeded,  unless 
the  entire  amount  of  the  marketing  quota 
excess  is  stored  or  delivered  to  the  Sec¬ 
retary  to  avoid  or  postpone  the  payment 
of  penalty,  and  none  of  such  excess  has 
been  depleted,  or  the  excess  has  been 
adjusted  to  zero  because  of  underpro¬ 
duction.  The  1959, 1960,  and  1961  wheat 
acreage  data  compiled  from  Agricultural 
Stabilization  and  Conservation  Service 
statistics  were  the  sum  of  the  following : 
(i)  The  wheat  acreage  allotment  for  all 
farms  on  which  the  allotment  was  over¬ 
seeded,  except  those  farms  on  which  the 
entire  amount  of  the  farm  marketing 
excess  was  stored  or  delivered  to  the 
Secretary  to  avoid  or  postpone  the  pay¬ 
ment  of  penalty,  and  none  of  such  ex¬ 
cess  was  depleted,  or  the  farm  market¬ 
ing  excess  was  adjusted  to  zero  because 
of  underproduction;  (ii)  the  wheat  base 
acres  on  all  old  farms  on  which  the 
allotment  was  overseeded  and  on  which 
the  entire  amount  of  the  farm  marketing 
excess  was  stored  or  delivered  to  the 
Secretary  to  avoid  or  postpone  payment 
of  penalty,  and  none  of  such  excess  was 
depleted,  or  the  farm  marketing  excess 
was  adjusted  to  zero  because  of  under¬ 
production;  (iii)  the  wheat  base  acreage 
on  all  old  farms  complying  with  the 
wheat  acreage  allotment,  except  those 
farms  underplanting  the  allotment  for 
the  purpose  of  depleting  stored  excess 
and  except  for  1960  and  1961  those  old 
farms  other  than  federally-owned  farms 
on  which  less  than  75  per  centum  of  the 
farm  allotment  for  1960  or  1961,  as  the 
case  may  be,  and  for  each  of  the  two 
immediately  preceding  years  was  ac¬ 
tually  planted  to  wheat  or  was  regarded 
as  planted  to  wheat  under  the  Soil  Bank 
Act  and  the  Great  Plains  program;  (iv) 
for  those  old  farms  underplanting  the 
allotment  for  the  purpose  of  depleting 
stored  excess,  the  acreage  actually  classi¬ 
fied  as  wheat  under  marketing  quota 
regulations,  plus  the  diversion  credit  de¬ 
termined  by  multiplying  the  acreage 
seeded  by  the  reciprocal  of  the  scaling 
factor;  (v)  for  1960  and  1961,  for  any 
old  farm  other  than  a  federally-owned 
farm  on  which  less  than  75  per  centum 
of  the  farm  acreage  allotment  for  1960 
or  1961,  as  the  case  may  be,  and  for 
each  of  the  two  immediately  preceding 
years  was  actually  planted  to  wheat  or 
regarded  as  planted  to  wheat  under  the 
Soil  Bank  Act  and  the  Great  Plains  pro¬ 
gram,  the  smaller  of  the  farm  base  acre¬ 


age  for  1960  or  1961,  whichever  is  ap¬ 
plicable,  or  the  acreage  obtained  by 
multiplying  the  wheat  acreage  for  such 
year  by  the  county  wheat  diversion 
factor,  for  such  year,  which  will  be  the 
reciprocal  of  a  decimal  fraction  which  is 
75  per  centum  of  the  county  proration 
factor;  (vi)  for  new  farms  knowingly 
overplanted  for  which  the  farm  market¬ 
ing  excesses  were  adjusted  to  zero  on 
account  of  actual  production  or  for 
which  farm  marketing  excesses  were  de¬ 
termined  and  such  excesses  were  stored 
or  delivered  to  the  Secretary  to  avoid 
'or  postpone  payment  of  penalty,  the 
final  allotment  determined  for  the  farm 
multiplied  by  the  county  wheat  diversion 
factor,  which  will  be  the  reciprocal  of 
a  decimal  fraction  equal  to  100  per 
centum  of  the  county  proration  factor; 
and  (vii)  for  any  new  farm  for  which 
a  wheat  acreage  allotment  was  deter¬ 
mined  and  such  allotment  was  not  over¬ 
planted,  the  final  allotment  determined 
for  the  farm  multiplied  by  the  wheat 
diversion  credit  factor,  which  will  be  the' 
reciprocal  of  a  decimal  fraction  which 
is  equal  to  the  county  proration  factor. 
To  the  acreages  determined  above,  the 
special  allotments  assigned  to  farms  in 
the  Tulelake  Area  of  California  (under 
the  provisions  of  Public  Law  86-385) 
were  added  for  each  of  the  years  1959, 
1960,  and  1961. 

(10)  A  preliminary  adjustment  for 
trend  was  made  by  deducting  from  the 
State  wheat  acreage  history,  as  com¬ 
puted  in  accordance  with  the  preceding 
paragraphs,  the  wheat  acreage  history 
for  the  years  1955  through  1958  for  those 
farms  which  have  been  removed  from 
agricultural  production  due  to  the  en¬ 
croachment  of  urban  and  industrial 
development. 

(11)  Further  adjustments  for  trends 
in  acreage  during  the  applicable  base 
period  were  made  for  each  State  by  first 
computing  an  average  of  the  adjusted 
State  wheat  acreage  estimates  for  the 
10-year  period,  1952-61,  and  the  5-year 
period,  1957-61,  and  then  computing  for 
each  State  the  mid-point  of  such  10- 
year  and  5-year  average  acreages. 

(12)  The  effect  of  this  adjustment  for 
trend  was  limited  by  not  permitting  the 
finally  determined  base  acres  to  vary 
from  the  average  of  the  10-year  period 
(1952-61)  by  more  than  3  per  centum. 

(13)  It  is  hereby  found  and  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  statistics  of  the  Statisti¬ 
cal  Reporting  Service,  as  so  adjusted 
and  supplemented  by  data  compiled  by 
the  Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Con¬ 
servation  Service,  constitute  the  latest 
available  and  most  reliable  statistics  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

(g)  The  Agricultural  Adjustment  Act 
of  1938,  as  amended  and  supplemented 
requires  that  the  proclamations  of  the 
national  marketing  quota  for  the  1963-64 
marketing  year  and  of  the  1963  national 
acreage  allotment  be  issued  not  later 
than  June  15,  1962.  With  respect  to 
the  national  marketing  quota,  the 
amount  by  which  the  total  supply  of 
wheat  actually  exceeded  the  normal  sup¬ 
ply  thereof  (66  per  centum)  is  so  greatly 
in  excess  of,  the  percentage  required  for 
a  proclamation  of  a  national  marketing 
quota  (20  per  centum)  that  the  need  for 


a  proclamation  thereof  was  readily  ap¬ 
parent  to  all  interested  persons.  With 
respect  to  the  national  acreage  allot¬ 
ment,  since  such  allotment  would  have 
been  determined  as  10,000,000  acres  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  statutory  minimum  of 
55,000,000  acres,  it  was  clear  -that  such 
allotment  would  be  at  the  minimum  level. 
The  act  requires  the  holding  of  a  referen¬ 
dum  of  wheat  producers  who  will  be 
subject  to  the  marketing  quotas  pro¬ 
claimed  for  the  1963-64  marketing  year 
not  later  than  July  24,  1962,  to  determine 
whether  such  producers  favor  or  oppose 
such  marketing  quotas  and  requires,  in¬ 
sofar  as  practicable,  the  mailing  of 
notices  of  farm  acreage  allotments  to 
farm  operators  in  sufficient  time  to  be 
received  prior  to  the  date  of  the  referen¬ 
dum.  Farm  acreage  allotments  cannot 
be  established  until  the  national  acreage 
allotment  for  wheat  has  been  appor¬ 
tioned  among  States  and  counties  and 
the  States  outside  the  commercial  wheat- 
producing  area  for  the  1963-64  market¬ 
ing  year  have  been  designated.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  it  is  hereby  found  that  with  respect 
to  the  proclamations,  determinations, 
and  designations  contained  herein  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  notice,  public  procedure, 
and  effective  date  provisions  of  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  is 
impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  contrary 
to  the  public  interest,  and  this  document 
shall  become  effective  upon  filing  with 
the  Director,  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register. 

§  728.1302  National  marketing  quota 
for  wheat  for  the  1963—64  marketing 
year. 

The  total  supply  of  wheat  for  the 
1962-63  marketing  year  is  determined  to 
be  2,434  million  bushels,  consisting  of  an 
estimated  carry-over  on  July  1,  1962,  of 
1,370  million  bushels,  an  estimated  pro¬ 
duction  in  1962  of  1,058  million  bushels, 
and  estimated  imports  during  the 

1962- 63  marketing  year  of  six  million 
bushels.  The  normal  supply  of  wheat 
for  such  marketing  year  is  determined 
to  be  1,462  million  bushels,  consisting  of 
598  million  bushels  for  estimated  domes¬ 
tic  consumption  for  the  1961-62  market¬ 
ing  year,  620  million  bushels  for  esti¬ 
mated  exports  for  the  1962-63  marketing 
year,  plus  20  per  centum  of  such  con¬ 
sumption  and  exports.  Since  the  total 
supply  exceeds  normal  supply  by  more 
than  20  per  centum,  a  national  marketing 
quota  shall  be  in  effect  with  respect  to 
the  marketing  of  wheat  during  the 

1963- 64  marketing  year. 

§  728.1303  1963  national  acreage  allot¬ 

ment  for  wheat. 

A  normal  year’s  domestic  consumption 
of  612  million  bushels  and  exports  of  479 
million  bushels  of  wheat  plus  30  per 
centum  thereof  is  determined  to  be  1,418 
million  bushels.  The  estimated  carry¬ 
over  of  wheat  for  the  marketing  year 
beginning  July  1,  1963,  is  1,210  million 
bushels.  Imports  of  wheat  during  the 
1963-64  marketing  year  are  estimated  to 
be  five  million  bushels.  Thus  the  amount 
of  wheat  production  needed  in  1963  is 
determined  to  be  203  million  bushels. 
The  national  average  yield  of  wheat  is 
determined  to  be  20.3  bushels  per  acre. 
The  national  acreage  allotment  of  wheat 
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for  the  1963  crop  is  computed  to  be 
10,000,000  acres.  Since  this  amount  is 
less  than  the  minimum  provided  by  law, 
the  national  acreage  allotmei^  of  wheat 
for  the  1963  crop  shall  be  55  million 
acres. 

§  728.1304  Apportionment  of  the  1963 
national  acreage  allotment  of  wheat 
among  the  several  States. 

The  national  acreage  allotment  pro¬ 
claimed  in  §  728.1303,  less  a  reserve  of 
twenty  thousand  acres  for  additional  al¬ 
lotments  to  counties,  is  hereby  appor¬ 
tioned  among  the  several  States  as 


follows: 

Acreage 

State:  allotment 

Alabama _ 46,808 

Alaska  1  _ ’ -  40 

Arizona _  38, 190 

Arkansas _  71,  644 

California _  422,  800 

Colorado _  2,  638,  505 

Connecticut 1 _  448 

Delaware _ r _  29,  701 

Florida  1  . - .  6,  067 

Georgia  _  107, 741 

Hawaii 1 _  0 

Idaho .  1,192,819 

Illinois .  1,423,391 

Indiana _  1,  085,  665 

Iowa .  117,677 

Kansas .  10,  762,  443 

Kentucky  _  203,  006 

Louisiana 1 _  24,  760 

Maine 1  _  969 

Maryland  _  167,  152 

Massachusetts1 _  581 

Michigan  . . 938,  320 

Minnesota _  720,  400 

Mississippi  _  48,  985 

Missouri  _  1,320,954 

Montana _  4,  026,  229 

Nebraska _  3, 157,  822 

Nevada1  _  12,420 

New  Hampshire 1 _  46 

New  Jersey -  48,  950 

New  Mexico _  469,  200 

New  York _  312, 200 

North  Carolina . .  278, 876 

North  Dakota _  7,  500,  309 

Ohio— . 1,478,831 

Oklahoma -  4,  921,  799 

Oregon  -  851,980 

Pennsylvania _  523,  268 

Rhode  Island 1 _  366 

South  Carolina _  139,  688 

South  Dakota — i. _  2,  755,  221 

Tennesset _  178,  019 

Texas - 4,  020,  096 

Utah . .  300,  244 

Vermont 1 _  587 

Virginia _  236,  398 

Washington  _  2,  042,  012 

West  Virginia _  32,  246 

Wisconsin _  36,  459 

Wyoming  -  287,  778 


,  Total  apportioned  to 

States  . . .  54,  980, 000 

National  reserve _  20,000 


Total  national  allotment--  55, 000,  000 
‘Designated  noncommercial  wheat  State. 

§  728.1305  Designation  of  States  out* 
side  the  commercial  wheat-producing 
area  for  the  1963—64  marketing  year. 

The  1963  State  acreage  allotment  of 
wheat  for  each  of  the  States  of  Alaska, 
Connecticut,  Florida,  Hawaii,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Massachusetts,  Nevada,  New 
Hampshire,  Rhode  Island,  and  Vermont, 
as  issued  under  §  728.1304,  was  twenty- 
five  thousand  acres  or  less.  In  order  to 
promote  efficient  administration  of  the 
act,  each  of  the  States  mentioned  in  this 
No.  129 - 2 


section  is  hereby  designated  as  outside 
the  commercial  wheat-producing  area 
for  the  1963-64  marketing  year.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  commercial  wheat-produc¬ 
ing  area  for  the  1963-64  marketing  year, 
in  which  the  provisions  of  §§  728.1010 
to  728.1024  shall  be  applicable,  shall 
consist  of  all  States  in  the  United  States 
except  the  States  mentioned  above. 

Effective  date:  Upon  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  June,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-6597;  Filed,  July  2,  1962; 

2:05  p.m.] 


Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders),  Department  of  Agriculture 

(Bartlett  Pear  Reg.  1] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 

PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 

GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Grades  and  Sizes 
§917.308  Bartlett  Fear  Regulation  1. 

<a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Bartlett  Pear  Com¬ 
modity  Committee,  established  under  the 
aforesaid  amended  marketing  agreement 
and  order,  and  upon  other  available  in¬ 
formation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the 
limitation  of  shipments  of  Bartlett  pears, 
as  hereinafter  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

•  2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  <5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  section  is  based  became 
available  and  the  time  when  this  section 
must  become  effective  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is 
insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  not  later  than 
July  5,  1962.  A  reasonable  determina¬ 
tion  as  to  the  supply  of.  and  the  demand 
for,  Bartlett  pears  must  await  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  crop  and  adequate 
information  thereon  was  not  available 
to  the  Bartlett  Pear  Commodity  Com¬ 
mittee  until  June  21, 1962;  recommenda¬ 
tion  as  to  the  need  for,  and  the  extent 
of,  regulation  of  shipments  of  such  pears 
was  made  at  the  meeting  of  said  com¬ 
mittee  on  June  21,  1962,  after  considera¬ 


tion  of  all  available  information  relative 
to  the  supply  and  demand  conditions  for 
such  pears,  at  which  time  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  supporting  information 
were  submitted  to  the  Department;  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  current  crop  of  such  pears 
are  expected  to  begin  on  or  about  July 
10,  1962;  and  this  section  should  be  ap¬ 
plicable  to  all  shipments  of  such  pears 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act;  and  compliance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  will  not  require  of 
handlers  any  preparation  therefor  which 
cannot  be  completed  by  the  effective  time 
hereof. 

<b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  July  5, 1962, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  January 
1,  1963,  no  shipper  shall  ship  any  box  or 
container  of  Bartlett  pears  unless: 

<i)  All  such  pears  grade  not  less  than 
UJS.  No.  2; 

<  ii)  At  least  85  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  pears  contained  in  any  box  or  con¬ 
tainer  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1,  except 
that  such  pears  may  fail  to  be  fairly  well 
formed  only  because  of  short  shape  but 
shall  not  be  seriously  misshapen;  and 

« iii)  Such  pears  are  of  a  size  not 
smaller  than  the  size  known  commer¬ 
cially  as  size  165:  Provided,  That  a 
shipper  may  ship  pears  which  are  smaller 
than  the  size  known  commercially  as 
size  165  if  (a)  such  smaller  pears  are  not 
smaller  than  the  size  known  commer¬ 
cially  as  size  180;  and  (b)  the  quantity 
of  such  smaller  pears  shipped  does  not 
at  any  time  exceed  5.26  percent  of  such 
shipper’s  total  shipments  of  pears  which 
are  not  smaller  than  the  size  known 
commercially  as  size  165. 

(2)  Section  917.143  of  the  rules  and 
regulations,  as  amended  (7  CFR  917.100 
et  seq.) ,  sets  forth  the  requirements  with 
respect  to  the  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  Bartlett  pears. 
Such  section  also  prescribes  the  condi¬ 
tions  which  must  be  met  if  any  ship¬ 
ment  is  to  be  made  without  prior  inspec¬ 
tion  and  certification.  Notwithstanding 
that  shipments  may  be  made  without 
inspection  and  certification,  each  shipper 
shall  comply  with  all  grade  and  size 
regulations  applicable  to  the  respective 
shipment. 

<c)  Definitions.  (1)  Terms  used  in 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 
same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  term  in  said  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

<  2>  “Size  165”  means  Bartlett  pears  of 
a  size  which  when  packed  in  a  standard 
pear  box  will  pack,  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  prescribed  for  a  stand¬ 
ard  pack,  165  pears  in  said  box  with  the 
twenty-two  smallest  pears  weighing  not 
less  than  five  and  three-quarter  pounds. 

<3)  “Size  known  commercially  as  size 
180”  means  a  size  Bartlett  pear  that 
will  pack  a  standard  pear  box,  packed 
in  accordance  with  the  specifications  of 
a  standard  pack,  with  five  tiers,  each 
tier  having  six  rows  with  six  pears  in 
•each  row,  and  with  the  twenty-one 
smallest  pears  weighing  not  less  than 
five  pounds. 

<4)  “Standard  pear  box”  means  the 
container  so  designated  in  section  828.3 
of  the  Agricultural  Code  of  California. 
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(5)  “U.S.  No.  1,”  “U.S.  No.  2,”  “fairly 
well  formed,”  “seriously  misshapen,”  and 
“standard  pack”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  Pears  (Summer  and 
Fall),  55  51.1260-51.1280  of  this  title. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

IF.R.  Doc.  62-6493;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:60  a.m.] 


(Plum  Order  10] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 
PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 

GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Size 

§  917.312  Plum  Order  10  (Sugar  and 
Diamond). 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Plum  Commodity 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  infor¬ 
mation,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  lim¬ 
itation  of  shipments  of  plums  of  the 
varieties  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  in  the 
manner  herein  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  section  is  based 
became  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  provi¬ 
sions  hereof  effective  not  later  than  the 
date  hereinafter  specified.  A  reasonable 
determination  as  to  the  supply  of,  and 
the  demand  for,  such  plums  must  await 
the  development  of  the  crop  thereof,  and 
adequate  information  thereon  was  not 
available  to  the  Plum  Commodity  Com¬ 
mittee  until  the  date  hereinafter  set 
forth  on  which  an  open  meeting  was 
held,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  the  need  for.  and  the  extent  of, 
regulation  of  shipments  of  such  plums. 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 


views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held;  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  current  crop  of  such  plums 
are  expected  to  begin  on  or  about  the 
effective  date  hereof;  this  section  should 
be  applicable  to  all  such  shipments  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act;  the  provisions  of  this  section 
are  identical  with  the  aforesaid  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  committee;  and  infor¬ 
mation  concerning  such  provisions  and 
effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  plums  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  of  handlers  any 
preparation  therefor  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 
Such  committee  meeting  was  held  on 
June  26,  1962. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  July  7,  1962, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1962,  no  shipper  shall  ship  any 
package  or  container  of  Sugar  or  Dia¬ 
mond  plums,  unless: 

(1)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that, 
when  packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they 
will  pack  at  least  a  5  x  5  standard  pack; 
and 

(ii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest  and 
largest  plums  in  such  package  or  con¬ 
tainer  do  not  vary  more  than  one-fourth 
(%)  inch:  Provided,  That  a  total  of  not 
more  than  five  (5)  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  plums  in  the  package  or  container 
may  fail  to  meet  this  requirement. 

(2)  When  used  in  this  section,  “stand¬ 
ard  pack”  shall  have  the  same  meaning 
as  set  forth  in  the  revised  United 
States  Standards  for  Plums  and  Prunes 
(Fresh)  C§§  51.1520  to  51.1537  of  this 
title) ;  “standard  basket”  shall  mean  the 
standard  basket  set  forth  in  paragraph  1 
of  section  828.1  of  the  Agricultural  Code 
of  California;  “diameter”  shall  mean  the 
distance  through  the  widest  portion  of 
the  cross  section  of  a  plum  at  right 
angles  to  a  line  running  from  the  stem 
to  the  blossom  end;  and,  except  as 
otherwise  specified,  all  other  terms  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(3)  Section  917.143  sets  forth  the  re¬ 
quirements  with  respect  to  the  inspection 
and  certification  of  shipments  of  fruit 
covered  by  this  section.  Such  section 
also  prescribes  the  conditions  which 
must  be  met  if  any  shipment  is  to  be 
made  without  prior  inspection  and  certi¬ 
fication.  Notwithstanding  that  ship¬ 
ments  may  be  made  without  inspection 
and  certification,  each  shipper  shall 
comply  with  all  grade  and  size  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  the  respective  ship¬ 
ment. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6489;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:49  a.m.] 


[Plum  Order  11] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 

PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 

GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Grade  and  Size 

§917.313  Plum  Order  11  (Late  Santa 
Rosa,  Casselinan,  and  Improved  Late 
Santa  Rosa). 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Plum  Commodity 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  plums  of  the  va¬ 
rieties  hereinafter  set  forth,  and  in  the 
manner  herein  provided,  will  tend  to 
effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that, 
as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  informa¬ 
tion  upon  which  this  section  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable  time  is 
permitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro¬ 
visions  hereof  effective  not  later  than  the 
date  hereinafter  specified.  A  reasonable 
determination  as  to  the  supply  of,  and 
the  demand  for,  such  plums  must  await 
the  development  of  the  crop  thereof,  and 
adequate  information  thereon  was  not 
available  to  the  Plum  Commodity  Com¬ 
mittee  until  the  date  hereinafter  set 
forth  on  which  an  open  meeting  was 
held,  after  giving  due  notice  thereof,  to 
consider  the  need  for,  and  the  extent  of, 
regulation  of  shipments  of  such  plums. 
Interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting ;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held; 
shipments  of  the  current  crop  of  such 
plums  are  expected  to  begin  on  or 
about  July  15,  1962;  this  section  should 
be  applicable  to  all  such  shipments  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act;  the  provisions  of  this 
section  are  identical  with  the  aforesaid 
recommendation  of  the  committee;  and 
information  concerning  such  provisions 
and  effective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  plums  and  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  provisions  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  will  not  require  of  handlers  any 
preparation  therefor  which  cannot  be 
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completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 
Such  committee  meeting  was  held  on 
June  26, 1962. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  July  7,  1962, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1962,  no  shipper  shall  ship  any 
package  or  container  of  Late  Santa  Rosa, 
Casselman,  or  Improved  Late  Santa  Rosa 
plums,  unless: 

(1)  Such  plums  grade  at  least  U.S. 
No.  1,  as  required  by  the  provisions  of 
§  917.301  (Plum  Order  1;  27  F.R.  4729), 
except  that  cracks  emanating  from  the 
stem  end  which  do  not  cause  serious 
damage  shall  not  be  considered  as  a 
grade  defect  with  respect  to  such  grade; 

(ii)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that, 
when  packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they 
will  pack  at  least  a  4  x  5  standard  pack; 
and 

(iii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest  and 
largest  plums  in  such  package  or  con¬ 
tainer  do  not  vary  more  than  one -fourth 
(*4)  inch:  Provided ,  That  a  total  of 
not  more  than  five  (5)  percent,  by  count, 
of  the  plums  in  the  package  or  container 
may  fail  to  meet  this  requirement. 

(2)  When  used  in  this  section,  “U.S. 
No.  1,”  “standard  pack,”  and  “serious 
damage,”  shall  have  the  same  meaning 
as  set  forth  in  the  revised  United  States 
Standards  for  Plums  and  Prunes  (Fresh) , 
(§§  51.1520  to  1537  of  this  title); 
“standard  basket”  shall  mean  the  stand¬ 
ard  basket  set  forth  in  paragraph  1  of 
section  828.1  of  the  Agricultural  Code 
of  California,  “diameter”  shall  mean  the 
distance  through  the  widest  portion  of 
the  cross  section  of  a  plum  at  right 
angles  to  a  line  running  from  the  stem 
to  the  blossom  end;  and,  except  as  other¬ 
wise  specified,  all  other  terms  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(3)  Section  917.143  sets  forth  the  re¬ 
quirements  with  respect  to  the  inspection 
and  certification  of  shipments  of  fruit 
covered  by  this  section.  Such  section 
also  prescribes  the  conditions  which  must 
be  met  if  any  shipment  is  to  be  made 
without  prior  inspection  and  certifica¬ 
tion.  Notwithstanding  that  shipments 
may  be  made  without  inspection  and 
certification,  each  shipper  shall  comply 
with  all  grade  and  size  regulations  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  respective  shipment. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Service. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-6490;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:49  a.m.] 


I  Plum  Order  12  ] 

PART  917— FRESH  BARTLETT  PEARS, 
PLUMS,  AND  ELBERTA  PEACHES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Regulation  by  Grade  and  Size 

§917.314  Plum  Order.  12  (Lale 
Tragedy). 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 


Order  No.  917,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
917),  regulating  the  handling  of  fresh 
Bartlett  pears,  plums,  and  Elberta 
peaches  grown  in  the  State  of  California, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674) ,  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  rec¬ 
ommendations  of  the  Plum  Commodity 
Committee,  established  under  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  and  upon  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  it  is  hereby  found  that  the  limita¬ 
tion  of  shipments  of  plums  of  the  variety 
hereinafter  set  forth,  and  in  the  manner 
herein  provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act. 

«2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30  days 
after  publication  thereof  in  the  Federal 
Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in  that,  as 
hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time  inter¬ 
vening  between  the  date  when  infor¬ 
mation  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  lime 
when  this  section  must  become  effec¬ 
tive  in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient ;  a 
reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under  the 
circumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists 
for  making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
not  later  than  the  date  hereinafter 
specified.  A  reasonable  determination  as 
to  the  supply  of,  and  the  demand  for, 
such  plums  must  await  the  development 
of  the  crop  thereof,  and  adequate  in¬ 
formation  thereon  was  not  available  to 
the  Plum  Commodity  Committee  until 
the  date  hereinafter  set  forth  on  which 
an  open  meeting  was  held,  after  giving 
due  notice  thereof,  to  consider  the  need 
for,  and  the  extent  of,  regulation  of  ship¬ 
ments  of  such  plums.  Interested  persons 
were  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the 
period  specified  herein  were  promptly 
submitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held ;  shipments  of  the  cur¬ 
rent  crop  of  such  plums  are  expected 
to  begin  on  or  about  July  15,  1962; 
this  section  should  be  applicable  to 
all  such  shipments  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act; 
the  provisions  of  this  section  are  identi¬ 
cal  with  the  aforesaid  recommendation 
of  the  committee;  and  information  con¬ 
cerning  such  provisions  and  effective 
time  has  been  disseminated  among  han¬ 
dlers  of  such  plums  and  compliance 
with  the  provisions  of  this  section  will 
not  require  of  handlers  any  preparation 
therefor  which  cannot  be  completed  by 
the  effective  time  hereof.  Such  commit¬ 
tee  meeting  was  held  on  June  26,  1962. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period  be¬ 
ginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  July  7,  1962, 
and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  Novem¬ 
ber  1,  1962,  no  shipper  shall  ship  any 
package  or  container  of  Late  Tragedy 
plums,  unless : 

(i)  Such  plums  grade  at  least  U.S. 
No.  1,  as  required  by  the  provisions  of 
§  917.301  (Plum  Order  1;  27  F.R.  4729), 
except  that  gum  spots  which  do  not 


cause  serious  damage  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  a  grade  defect  with  respect  to 
such  grade; 

(ii)  Such  plums  are  of  a  size  that, 
when  packed  in  a  standard  basket,  they 
will  pack  at  least  a  5  x  6  standard  pack ; 
and 

•  iii)  The  diameters  of  the  smallest 
and  largest  plums  in  such  package  or 
container  do  not  vary  more  than  one- 
fourth  (i/4)  inch:  Provided,  That  a  total 
of  not  more  than  five  (5)  percent,  by 
count,  of  the  plums  in  the  package  or 
container  may  fail  to  meet  this  require¬ 
ment. 

(2>  When  used  in  this  section,  “U.S. 
No.  1,”  “standard  pack,”  and  “serious 
damage”  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
set  forth  in  the  revised  United  States 
Standards  for  Plums  and  Prunes  (Fresh) 

<  §§  51.1520  to  1537  of  this  title) ;  “stand¬ 
ard  basket”  shall  mean  the  standard 
basket  set  forth  in  paragraph  1  of  section 
828.1  of  the  Agricultural  Code  of  Cali¬ 
fornia;  “diameter”  shall  mean  the  dis¬ 
tance  through  the  widest  portion  of  the 
cross  section  of  a  plum  at  right  angles 
to  a  line  running  from  the  stem  to  the 
blossom  end;  and,  except  as  otherwise 
specified,  all  other  terms  shall  have  the 
same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
amended  marketing  agreement  and 
order. 

(3)  Section  917.143  sets  forth  the  re¬ 
quirements  with  respect  to  the  inspec¬ 
tion  and  certification  of  shipments  of 
fruit  covered  by  this  section.  Such  sec¬ 
tion  also  prescribes  the  conditions  which 
must  be  met  if  any  shipment  is  to  be 
made  without  prior  inspection  and  cer¬ 
tification.  Notwithstanding  that  ship¬ 
ments  may  be  made  without  inspection 
and  certification,  each  shipper  shall 
comply  with  all  grade  and  size  reg¬ 
ulations  applicable  to  the  respective 
shipment. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  28, 1962. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  62-6491;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:49  am.] 


[Peach  Reg.  No.  1] 

PART  919—  PEACHES  GROWN  IN 
MESA  COUNTY,  COLO. 

Regulation  by  Grades  and  Sizes 
§  919.301  Peach  Regulation  1. 

•  a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  919,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
919) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  peaches 
grown  in  the  County  of  Mesa  in  the  State 
of  Colorado,  effective  under  the  appli¬ 
cable  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Administrative  Committee,  established 
under  the  aforesaid  amended  marketing 
agreement  and  order,  and  upon  other 
available  information,  it  is  hereby  found 
that  the  limitation  of  shipments  of  such 
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peaches,  as  hereinafter  provided,  will 
tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable,  unnecessary,  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest  to  give  pre¬ 
liminary  notice,  engage  in  public  rule- 
making  procedure,  and  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  this  section  until  30 
days  after  publication  hereof  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (5  U.S.C.  1001-1011)  in 
that,  as  hereinafter  set  forth,  the  time 
intervening  between  the  date  when  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  section  is 
based  became  available  and  the  time 
when  this  section  must  become  effective 
in  order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a  reasonable 
time  is  permitted,  under  the  circum¬ 
stances,  for  preparation  for  such  effec¬ 
tive  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  the  provisions  hereof  effective  not 
later  than  July  5,  1962.  A  reasonable 
determination  as  to  the  supply  of,  and 
the  demand  for,  such  peaches  must  await 
the  development  of  the  crop  and  ade¬ 
quate  information  thereon  w  as  not  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Administrative  Committee 
until  June  7,  1962;  recommendations  as 
to  the  need  for,  and  the  extent  of,  reg¬ 
ulation  of  shipments  of  such  peaches 
were  made  by  said  committee  on  June  7, 
1962,  after  consideration  of  all  informa¬ 
tion  then  available  relative  to  the  supply 
and  demand  conditions  for  such  peaches, 
at  which  time  the  recommendations  and 
supporting  information  were  submitted 
to  the  Department,  and  made  available 
to  growers  and  handlers;  necessary  sup¬ 
plemental  economic  and  statistical  in¬ 
formation  upon  which  this  recommended 
regulation  is  based  were  received  in  the 
Fruit  Branch  on  June  28,  1962;  ship¬ 
ments  of  the  current  crop  of  peaches  are 
expected  to  begin  shortly,  and  this  sec¬ 
tion  should  be  applicable,  insofar  as 
practicable,  to  all  shipments  of  such 
peaches  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  of  han¬ 
dlers  any  preparation  therefor  which 
cannot  be  completed  by  the  effective 
time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  During  the  period 
beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  M.s.t.,  July  5, 
1962,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  M.s.t., 
October  21,  1962,  no  handler  shall  ship: 

(i)  Any  peaches  of  any  variety  which 
do  not  grade  at  least  U.S.  No.  1;  or 

(ii)  Any  varieties  of  peaches  which  are 
of  a  size  smaller  than  2*4  inches  in  diam¬ 
eter:  Provided,  That  any  lot  of  peaches 
shall  be  deemed  to  be  of  a  size  not  smaller 
than  2Va  inches  in  diameter  (a)  if  not 
more  than  10  percent,  by  count,  of  the 
peaches  in  such  lot  are  smaller  than  2  y8 
inches  in  diameter;  and  (b)  if  not  more 
than  15  percent,  by  count,  of  the  peaches 
contained  in  any  individual  container 
in  such  lot  are  smaller  than  2  ya  inches 
in  diameter. 

(3)  Definitions.  As  used  herein, 
“peaches,”  “handler,”  “ship,”  and  “va¬ 
rieties”  shall  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  In  the  aforesaid  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order;  “U.S. 
No.  1,”  “diameter,”  and  “count”  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in 
the  United  States  Standards  for  Peaches 
(§§  51.1210-51.1223  of  this  title). 


(Sec.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  29,  1962. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Service. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6527;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:56  ajn.] 


[Peach  Reg.  No.  1] 

PART  921— FRESH  PEACHES  GROWN 

IN  DESIGNATED  COUNTIES  IN 

WASHINGTON 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

§  921.301  Peach  Regulation  1. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  and  Order  No.  921 
(7  CFR  Part  921),  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  fresh  peaches  grown  in  desig¬ 
nated  counties  in  Washington,  effective 
May  27,  1960,  under  the  applicable  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  recom¬ 
mendations  of  the  Washington  Fresh 
Peach  Marketing  Committee,  established 
under  the  aforesaid  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
the  limitation  of  shipments  of  fresh 
peaches,  in  the  manner  herein  provided, 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
thereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  in  that,  as  hereinafter  set 
forth,  the  time  intervening  between  the 
date  when  information  upon  which  this 
section  is  based  became  available  and  the 
time  when  this  section  must  become 
effective  in  order  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act  is  insufficient;  a 
reasonable  time  is  permitted,  under  the 
circumstances,  for  preparation  for  such 
effective  time;  and  good  cause  exists  for 
making  the  provisions  hereof  effective 
not  later  than  July  5, 1962.  A  reasonable 
determination  as  to  the  supply  of,  and 
the  demand  for,  peaches  must  await  the 
development  of  the  crop  and  adequate 
information  thereon  was  not  available  to 
the  Washington  Fresh  Peach  Marketing 
Committee  until  June  25,  1962;  recom¬ 
mendation  as  to  the  need  for,  and  the 
extent  of,  regulation  of  shipments  of  such 
peaches  was  made  at  the  meeting  of  said 
committee  on  June  25,  1962,  after  con¬ 
sideration  of  all  available  information 
relative  to  the  supply  and  demand  condi¬ 
tions  for  such  peaches,  at  which  time  the 
recommendation  and  supporting  infor¬ 
mation  were  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment;  shipments  of  the  current  crop  of 
such  peaches  will  begin  on  or  about  July 
5,  1962,  and  this  section  should  be  appli¬ 
cable,  insofar  as  practicable,  to  all  ship¬ 
ments  of  such  peaches  in  order  to  effec¬ 
tuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act;  and 
compliance  with  the  provisions  of  this 
section  will  not  require  of  handlers  any 


preparation  therefor  which  cannot  be 
completed  by  the  effective  time  hereof. 

(b)  Order.  During  the  period  begin¬ 
ning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  July  5, 1962,  and 
ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  November  1, 
1962,  no  handler  shall  handle  any  lot  of 
peaches  unless  such  peaches  meet  the 
following  applicable  requirements,  or  are 
handled  in  accordance  with  subpara¬ 
graph  (5)  of  this  paragraph: 

(1)  Minimum  grade  requirement. 
Such  peaches  shall  grade  at  least  U.S. 
No.  1:  Provided,  That  peaches  of  any 
variety  which  are  damaged  but  not  seri¬ 
ously  damaged  by  hail  injury,  healed 
open  seams,  or  rough  suture  growth 
may  be  shipped  if  they  otherwise  grade 
at  least  U.S.  No.  1. 

(2)  Uniform  firmness  requirement. 
Such  peaches  in  individual  containers 
shall  have  a  reasonably  uniform  degree 
of  firmness. 

(3)  Minimum  size  requirements.  Such 
peaches  shall  measure  at  least  2%  inches 
in  diameter:  Provided,  That  any  lot  of 
peaches  shall  be  deemed  to  meet  such 
minimum  diameter  requirement  if  (i) 
not  more  than  10  percent,  by  count,  of 
the  peaches  in  such  lot  are  smaller  than 
2%  inches  in  diameter,  or  (ii)  such 
peaches  are  not  smaller  than  a  size  that 
will  pack,  in  accordance  with  the  require¬ 
ments  prescribed  for  standard  pack,  65 

peaches  in  a  standard  peach  box,  72 
peaches  in  a  cascade  lug  box,  or  72 
peaches  in  a  L.A.  lug  box,  or  other  con¬ 
tainers  of  a  capacity  at  least  equivalent 
to  the  L.A.  lug  box. 

(4)  Pack  requirements.  Such  peaches 
in  loose  or  jumble  packs  shall  be  in  con¬ 
tainers  of  a  capacity  equal  to  or  greater 
than  that  of  the  western  lugs  (boxes 
with  inside  dimensions  of  7  inches  by 
11  y2  inches  by  18  inches)  and  shall  con¬ 
tain  not  less  than  26  pounds  net  weight 
of  peaches:  Provided,  That  such  con¬ 
tainers  of  peaches  having  less  than  26 
pounds  net  weight  of  peaches  may  be 
handled  if  such  containers  are  well  filled. 

(5)  Notwithstanding  any  other  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  any  individual  ship¬ 
ment  of  peaches  which  (i)  does  not,  in 
the  aggregate,  exceed  150  pounds  may  be 
handled  without  regard  to  the  restric¬ 
tions  specified  in  this  paragraph  (grade, 
size,  pack,  and  container)  or  in  §  921.41 
Assessments  or  §  921.55  Certification, 
(ii)  is  in  excess  of  150  pounds  but  not  in 
excess  of  500  pounds,  and  is  for  home  use 
only  and  not  for  resale  in  commercial 
channels  may  be  handled  without  regard 
to  the  restrictions  in  §  921.55  Certifica¬ 
tion,  or  the  pack  and  container  require¬ 
ments  of  this  paragraph:  Provided,  That 
the  fruit  so  shipped  meets  the  grade  and 
size  requirements  of  this  paragraph  and 
is  subject  to  §  921.41  Assessments, -and  is 
reported  to  the  committee  on  forms  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  committee  in  the  manner 
specified  therein. 

(6)  The  terms  “U.S.  No.  1,”  “damage,” 
“serious  damage,”  “hail  injury,”  “stand¬ 
ard  pack”  and  “well  filled,”  shall  have 
the  same  meaning  as  when  used  in  the 
United  States  Standards  for  Peaches 
(§§  51.1210  to  51.1223  of  this  title) ;  the 
term  “loose  or  jumble  pack”  shall  mean 
that  the  peaches  are  not  placed  in  the 
container  in  rows,  cups,  compartments, 
or  otherwise  are  not  placed  in  the  con- 
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tainer  in  symmetrical  order;  the  term 
•  standard  peach  box”  shall  mean  a 
wooden  container  with  inside  dimensions 
of  4 \f2  to  5  by  IIV2  by  16  inches;  the 
term  ‘  cascade  lug  box”  shall  mean  a 
wooden  container  with  inside  dimensions 
of  6  by  llx/2  by  18  inches;  the  term  ‘‘L.A. 
lug  box”  shall  mean  a  wooden  container 
with  inside  dimensions  of  5%  by  13 V2 
by  16  Vs  inches,  except  that  the  1 -layer 
L.A.  lug  shall  have  a  depth  of  not  less 
than  3y2  inches;  the  term  “diameter” 
shall  mean  the  greatest  distance,  meas¬ 
ured  through  the  center  of  the  peach 
at  right  angles  to  a  line  running  from 
the  stem  to  the  blossom  end;  and  terms 
used  in  the  marketing  agreement  and 
order  shall,  when  used  herein,  have  the 
same  meaning  as  is  given  to  the  respec¬ 
tive  term  in  the  marketing  agreement 
and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated;  June  28,  1962. 

Paul  A.  Nicholson, 
Deputy  Director,  Fruit  and  Veg¬ 
etable  Division,  Agricultural 
Marketing  Seririce. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6492;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 

Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 

[Reg.  Docket  No.  1167;  Reg.  No.  SRr-411B| 

part  4b— AIRPLANE  AIRWORTHI¬ 
NESS;  TRANSPORT  CATEGORIES 

PART  40— SCHEDULED  INTERSTATE 
AIR  CARRIER  CERTIFICATION  AND 
OPERATION  RULES 

PART  41— CERTIFICATION  AND  OP¬ 
ERATION  RULES  FOR  CERTIFICATED 
ROUTE  AIR  CARRIERS  ENGAGED  IN 
OVERSEAS  AND  FOREIGN  AIR 
TRANSPORTATION  AND  AIR 
TRANSPORTATION  WITHIN  HA¬ 
WAII  AND  ALASKA 

PART  42— IRREGULAR  AIR  CARRIER 
AND  OFF-ROUTE  RULES 

PART  44 — FOREIGN  AIR  CARRIER 
REGULATIONS 

Operation  of  Certain  Transport  Cate¬ 
gory  Airplanes  in  Cargo  Service  at 
Increased  Zero  Fuel  and  Landing 
Weights;  Special  Civil  Air  Regula¬ 
tion 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pub¬ 
lished  as  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing  (27  F.R.  3890)  and  circulated  as  Civil 
Air  Regulations  Draft  Release  No.  62-18 
dated  April  19,  1962,  a  proposed  Special 
Civil  Air  Regulation  to  permit  certain 
transport  category  airplanes  to  be  oper¬ 
ated  in  cargo  service  at  increased  zero 
fuel  and  landing  weights.  The  proposed 
regulation  was  intended  to  supersede 
Special  Civil  Air  Regulation  No.  SR^- 


411A,  which  contains  a  termination  date 
of  June  30,  1962. 

Trial  operations  of  cargo  airplanes 
•  Douglas  DC-6  A)  at  increased  weights 
were  first  authorized  in  waivers  issued 
by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  to  indi¬ 
vidual  air  carriers.  The  first  such 
waiver  was  issued  on  July  21,  1954.  The 
weights  involved  were  the  zero  fuel 
weight  (i.e.,  the  maximum  weight  of  the 
airplane  with  no  disposable  fuel  and  oil, 
which  has  the  effect  of  limiting  the 
weight  of  the  fuselage  contents)  and  the 
structural  landing  weight.  The  weight 
increases  were  limited  to  not  more  than 
5  percent  of  the  zero  fuel  weight  ap¬ 
proved  for  passenger  operations,  and 
their  use  was  made  contingent  upon  cer¬ 
tain  findings  by  the  Administrator  of 
Civil  Aeronautics  and  upon  certain  con¬ 
ditions  of  operation,  inspections,  and  re¬ 
porting.  Authorization  of  the  trial  op¬ 
erations  was  predicated  on  the  premise 
that  such  operations  could  eventually 
lead  to  the  establishment  of  a  sound  basis 
for  differentiating  between  standards  for 
passenger  and  cargo  air  carrier  opera¬ 
tions.  Based  upon  the  trial  operations 
under  the  waivers,  the  Board  determined 
that  a  more  extensive  background  of  op¬ 
erating  experience  was  necessary.  This 
led  to  the  promulgation  of  Special  Civil 
Air  Regulation  No.  SFt-411  (20  F.R. 
4765)  which  permitted  any  number  of 
any  type  of  transport  category  airplane 
to  be  operated  by  any  air  carrier  at  in¬ 
creased  weights  in  cargo  service. 

From  the  data  submitted  by  the  oper¬ 
ators  in  accordance  with  SR-411,  the 
Board  concluded  that  the  scope  of  oper¬ 
ations  under  SR-411  had  been  such  that 
substantiation  of  the  conditions  for  these 
operations  for  inclusion  in  the  regula¬ 
tions  on  a  permanent  basis  would  entail 
a  long-range  program.  The  Board, 
therefore,  extended  the  trial  operations 
by  adopting  SR-411A  on  June  28.  1957 
(22  F.R.  4684),  with  a  termination  date 
of  June  30,  1962. 

SRr-411A  is  applicable  to  airplanes  cer¬ 
tificated  under  the  transport  category 
airworthiness  requirements  effective  be¬ 
fore  March  13,  1956.  The  applicability 
was  so  limited  because  the  Board  be¬ 
lieved  it  advisable  to  gain  some  experi¬ 
ence  with  the  airplanes  certificated  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  Part  4b  effective  on 
and  after  March  13,  1956,  at  the  normal 
transport  category  weights  before  per¬ 
mitting  such  airplanes  to  operate  at  in¬ 
creased  weights.  In  arriving  at  this 
conclusion,  the  Board  took  into  consid¬ 
eration  the  new  concept  of  structural 
design  requirements  as  well  as  other  re¬ 
lated  changes  in  these  requirements 
which  were  introduced  in  Part  4b  on 
March  13.  1956. 

As  the  preambles  to  both  SR-411  and 
SRr-411A  indicated,  the  purpose  in  per¬ 
mitting  the  trial  operation  of  transport 
category  airplanes  in  cargo  service  at  the 
arbitrary  increased  zero  fuel  and  land¬ 
ing  weights  was  to  determine  through 
operating  experience  whether  the  condi¬ 
tions  governing  the  trial  operations 
would  provide  a  sound  basis  for  estab¬ 
lishing  future  standards  for  airplanes  in 
cargo  operations  at  increased  weights. 
During  the  approximately  seven  years 
that  these  trial  operations  have  been 
conducted,  a  substantial  amount  of  data 


has  been  amassed  concerning  the  air¬ 
planes  approved  for  operation  under 
these  Special  Civil  Air  Regulations. 

The  data  submitted  and  the  operating 
experience  gained  under  SR-411  and 
SR-411A  indicate  that  the  airplanes 
approved  for  and  operated  at  the  in¬ 
creased  weights  can  continue  to  be  op¬ 
erated  at  such  increased  weights  under 
certain  conditions  without  adverse  effect 
upon  the  safety  of  such  airplanes.  The 
inspection  reports  submitted  by  the  op¬ 
erators  under  SR-411  and  SR-411A  have 
not  indicated  any  serious  structural  diffi¬ 
culties  resulting  from  operation  at  the 
increased  weights.  The  service  history 
of  these  airplanes  with  respect  to 
fatigue  cracks  and  other  damage  is 
similar  to  that  for  airplanes  of  the  same 
type  operated  in  passenger  service. 
Furthermore,  cargo  operators  have  ex¬ 
pressed  a  need  to  continue  operation  of 
these  airplanes  at  the  increased  weights 
in  their  cargo  operations.  Therefore. 
Draft  Release  62-18  proposed  to  extend 
the  provisions  of  SR-411  A  indefinitely  to 
the  types  of  airplanes  that  have  been 
qualified  and  operated  at  such  weights. 
However,  the  proposal  did  not  specify 
the  particular  models  of  the  various 
types  approved  for  increased  weights 
under  SRr-411  and  SR-411A.  Further¬ 
more,  it  has  subsequently  been  deter¬ 
mined  that  the  L-1649A  airplane  as 
modified  under  supplemental  type  cer¬ 
tificate  SA  4-1402  has  been  approved  for 
operation  and  has  been  operated  under 
the  provisions  of  SR-411  A.  While  the 
application  for  the  type  certificate  for 
this  airplane  was  filed  in  1955,  the  manu¬ 
facturer  elected  to  comply  with  the  later 
requirements  of  Part  4b  rather  than 
those  in  effect  at  the  time  of  his  applica¬ 
tion  for  type  certificate.  Subsequently, 
a  supplemental  type  certificate  was  is¬ 
sued  covering  a  modification  to  this  air¬ 
plane  based  on  a  demonstration  of 
compliance  with  the  requirements  in 
effect  on  the  date  of  the  application  for 
the  type  certificate  for  the  airplane. 
Since  this  modified  airplane  was  certifi¬ 
cated  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  Part  4b,  effective  prior  to  March  13, 
1956,  it  is  included  in  the  airplanes  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  operated  under  the  terms 
of  this  special  regulation. 

One  of  the  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  Draft  Release  62-18  expressed 
opposition  to  the  proposed  indefinite 
extension  of  SR-411  A  on  the  grounds 
that  there  should  be  one  set  of  safety 
standards  for  the  design  and  operation 
of  all  transport  category  airplanes  with¬ 
out  regard  as  to  whether  the  airplane 
is  used  for  the  carriage  of  cargo  or  pas¬ 
sengers.  In  this  respect,  it  should  be 
noted  that  the  airplanes  covered  under 
this  regulation  are  the  airplanes  which 
have  been  operated  for  the  carriage  of 
cargo  at  the  increased  weights  without 
any  adverse  effect  on  safety,  and  that 
the  special  inspections  conducted  by  the 
operators  have  not  indicated  any  serious 
structural  problems  with  respect  to  these 
airplanes  operated  at  the  increased 
weights  as  compared  with  airplanes  op¬ 
erated  in  passenger  operations.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  this  regulation  requires 
operators  to  continue  these  special  in¬ 
spections.  Consequently,  the  Agency 
does  not  believe  that  it  would  be  justified 
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in  arbitrarily  terminating  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  to  operate  such  airplanes  at  the 
increased  weights. 

On  the  other  hand,  the  majority  of 
the  comments  received  in  response  to 
Draft  Release  62-18  concurred  in  the 
proposed  regulation  and  at  the  same 
time  recommended  that  various  airplanes 
other  than  those  covered  in  the  proposal 
be  permitted  to  operate  in  cargo  service 
at  the  arbitrary  increased  weights. 
Numerous  and  detailed  arguments  have 
been  presented  in  support  of  these 
recommendations  for  broadening  the 
scope  of  the  proposal.  However,  these 
recommendations  require  consideration 
of  matters  which  go  beyond  the  scope  of 
the  proposed  regulation,  and  there  is 
not  sufficient  time  remaining  prior  to 
the  expiration  of  SR-411A  for  the  nec¬ 
essary  evaluation  of  such  matters. 
Therefore,  the  regulation  is  being 
adopted  substantially  as  proposed  and 
further  study  will  be  given  to  such 
recommendations  insofar  as  they  might 
indicate  a  need  for  additional  rule  mak¬ 
ing  action  on  this  matter. 

In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  special 
regulation  set  forth  hereinafter  permits 
only  those  airplane  types  and  models 
which  were  approved  for  trial  operations 
under  SR-411  and  SR-411A  to  be  used  in 
the  carriage  of  cargo  with  the  arbitrary 
increased  weights. 

This  regulation  relaxes  the  provisions 
of  SR-411  A  to  the  extent  that  it  also 
applies  to  foreign  air  carriers  operating 
the  specified  airplanes.  The  provisions 
of  SRr-411A  were  made  applicable  only 
to  United  States  air  carriers  because  the 
conditions  for  the  trial  operations  re¬ 
quired  close  cooperation  between  the 
manufacturer,  operator,  and  the  Civil 
Aeronautics  Administration  during  the 
initial  technical  evaluation  and  in  the 
inspection  and  reporting  procedures. 
However,  since  this  regulation  permits 
the  continued  use  of  increased  weights 
only  for  those  type  airplanes  previously 
approved  for  operation  under  SR-411  A, 
for  which  the  necessary  data  and  proce¬ 
dures  are  already  available,  the  increased 
weights  can  now  be  made  applicable  to 
any  foreign  air  carrier  using  ariplanes 
of  the  specified  types  in  the  carriage  of 
cargo  only. 

This  regulation  continues  the  require¬ 
ment  contained  in  SR-411  A  that  air¬ 
planes  used  by  air  carriers  at  the  in¬ 
creased  weights  be  operated  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  passenger-carrying  trans¬ 
port  category  operating  limitations  of 
Part  40,  41,  or  42,  as  the  case  may  be.  In 
addition,  foreign  air  carriers  are  per¬ 
mitted  to  operate  airplanes  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  this  regulation  if  the  country 
of  registry  of  the  airplanes  requires  such 
airplanes  to  be  operated  in  accordance 
with  the  performance  operating  limita¬ 
tions  applicable  to  United  States  air  car¬ 
riers  or  the  equivalent  thereof.  The  re¬ 
quirement  that  air  carriers  must  operate 
their  airplanes  under  the  provisions  of 
the  regulation  in  accordance  with  the 
passenger-carrying  performance  operat¬ 
ing  limitations  prescribed  in  Part  40, 
41,  or  42  is  considered  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  safety.  Therefore,  in  order 
to  insure  an  equivalent  level  of  safety 
for  operations  by  foreign  air  carriers, 


it  is  considered  appropriate  to  permit 
such  carriers  to  operate  airplanes  under 
the  authority  of  this  regulation  only  on 
the  condition  that  the  country  of  reg¬ 
istry  of  the  airplanes  requires  that  such 
airplanes  be  operated  in  accordance  with 
the  same  or  equivalent  performance  op¬ 
erating  limitations. 

This  regulation  also  continues  the  re¬ 
quirement  for  special  inspections,  in¬ 
cluding  the  special  inspections  required 
prior  to  returning  an  airplane  from  cargo 
to  passenger  service.  However,  in  view 
of  the  volume  of  data  now  available  for 
the  eligible  airplane  types,  it  no  longer 
requires  special  reports  and  records  be 
kept  with  respect  to  operations  at  in¬ 
creased  weights.  Based  on  experience 
gained  under  SR-411  and  SR-411  A,  it 
is  believed  that  intermittent  cargo-pas¬ 
senger  operations  can  now  be  permitted 
provided  the  special  inspection  is  made 
each  time  the  airplane  is  returned  to 
passenger  service. 

This  regulation  contains  a  proviso, 
similar  to  that  which  appears  in  SR- 
41 1A,  requiring  a  determination  that  any 
increase  in  the  zero  fuel  and  landing 
weights  for  the  specified  airplanes  does 
not  seriously  affect  the  strength,  fatigue, 
flutter,  deformation,  or  vibration  char¬ 
acteristics  of  such  airplanes.  While  not 
proposed  in  Draft  Release  62-18,  the 
Agency  is  now  of  the  opinion  that  even 
though  such  a  determination  has  already 
been  made  for  the  increased  weights 
presently  authorized  for  the  specified 
airplanes,  such  a  requirement  should  be 
continued  in  effect  to  cover  possible 
modifications  to  these  airplanes  as  well 
as  further  increases  in  the  approved 
weights.  Since  this  provision  merely 
continues  in  effect  a  provision  currently 
applicable  to  the  specified  airplanes  and 
imposes  no  additional  burden  on  any 
person,  notice  and  public  procedure 
thereon  are  unnecessary  for  its  adoption 
as  part  of  this  regulation. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  regulation,  and  due  con¬ 
sideration  has  been  given  to  all  relevant 
matter  presented.  Since  this  regulation 
extends  many  of  the  provisions  of  p.  cur¬ 
rently  effective  regulation  which  expires 
on  June  30,  1962,  imposes  no  additional 
burden  on  any  person,  and  a  delay  in  its 
effectiveness  would  impose  a  hardship 
on  the  cargo  operators,  good  cause  exists 
for  making  it  effective  on  less  than  30 
days’  notice. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
following  Special  Civil  Air  Regulation  is 
adopted  to  become  effective  on  June  30, 
1962: 

Notwithstanding  the  applicable  structural 
provisions  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations,  any 
air  carrier  or  foreign  air  carrier  may  operate, 
for  the  carriage  of  cargo  only,  the  transport 
category  airplanes  specified  in  paragraph  (1) 
of  this  regulation,  at  increased  zero  fuel  and 
landing  weights,  under  the  conditions  spec¬ 
ified  in  paragraphs  (2)  through  (6)  of  this 
regulation. 

(1)  Transport  category  airplanes  certifi¬ 
cated  under  the  provisions  of  Part  4b,  effec¬ 
tive  prior  to  March  13,  1956,  as  follows: 

(a)  DC-6A,  DC-6B,  DC-7B,  DC-7C;  and 
.  (b)  L-1049  B,  C,  D,  E,  F,  G,  H,  D-1649A 
when  modified  in  accordance  with-  supple¬ 
mental  type  certificate  SA  4-1402. 


(2)  The  zero  fuel  weight  (maximum 
weight  of  the  airplane  with  no  disposable 
fuel  and  oil)  and  the  structural  landing 
weight  may  be  increased  beyond  the  maxi¬ 
mum  approved  in  full  compliance  with  the 
applicable  Civil  Air  Regulations:  Provided, 
That  any  increase  in  the  zero  fuel  weight 
shall  not  exceed  5  percent  and  that  the  in¬ 
crease  in  the  structural  landing  weight  shall 
not  exceed  the  amount.  In  pounds,  of  the 
increase  in  zero  fuel  weight:  And  provided 
further,  That  the  Administrator  finds  that 
the  increase  in  either  such  weight  is  not 
likely  to  reduce  seriously  the  structural 
strength,  that  the  probability  of  sudden 
fatigue  failure  is  not  noticeably  increased, 
and  that  the  flutter,  deformation,  and  vibra¬ 
tion  characteristics  do  not  fall  below  those 
required  by  the  applicable  Civil  Air  Regu¬ 
lations.  All  other  weight  limitations  estab¬ 
lished  in  accordance  with  the  Civil  Air  Regu¬ 
lations  applicable  to  the  type  airplane  shall 
apply. 

(3)  Each  airplane  shall  be  inspected  in 
accordance  with  the  special  inspection  pro¬ 
cedures  for  operations  at  increased  weights 
established  and  issued  by  the  manufacturer 
of  the  particular  type  airplane  and  approved 
by  the  Administrator. 

(4)  Each  airplane  operated  by  an  air  car¬ 
rier  under  this  regulation  shall  be  operated 
in  accordance  with  the  passenger-carrying 
transport  category  performance  operating 
limitations  prescribed  in  Part  40,  41,  or  42. 
Operation  of  airplanes  by  a  foreign  air  carrier 
is  not  permitted  under  the  authority  of  this 
regulation  unless  the  country  of  registry 
requires  the  airplanes  to  be  operated  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  such  performance  operating 
limitations  or  the  equivalent  thereof. 

(5)  The  Airplane  Flight  Manual  for  each 
airplane  operated  under  the  provisions  of  this 
regulation  shall  be  appropriately  revised  to 
include  the  operating  limitations  and  infor¬ 
mation  required  for  operation  with  the  in¬ 
creased  weights. 

(6)  An  airplane  operated  at  increased 
weights  under  the  provisions  of  this  regula¬ 
tion  shall  be  inspected  in  accordance  with 
the  special  inspection  procedures  for  return 
to  passenger  service  established  and  issued 
by  the  airplane  manufacturer  and  approved 
by  the  Administrator,  before  it  1s  used  in 
passenger  service,  except  as  provided  for  the 
carriage  of  persons  under  Special  Civil  Air 
Regulation  No.  SR-432A. 

This  regulation  supersedes  Special  Civil  Air 
Regulation  No.  SR-411A. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  603,  604,  610;  72  Stat.  752, 
775,  776,  778,  780;  49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1423, 
1424,  1430) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
29,  1962. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6534;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:56  a.m.] 


[Reg.  Docket  No.  1069;  Arndt.  22-14] 

PART  22— LIGHTER-THAN-AIR  PILOT 
CERTIFICATES 

Issuance  of  Free  Balloon  Pilot  Cer¬ 
tificates  Limited  to  Hot-Air  Balloons 

Section  22.13  of  the  Civil  Air  Regula¬ 
tions  currently  provides  for  the  issuance 
of  free  balloon  pilot  certificates.  This 
section  also  provides  for  the  issuance  of 
free  balloon  pilot  certificates  which  are 
limited  to  hot-air  balloons.  An  appli¬ 
cant  for  such  a  certificate  must  comply 
with  certain  requirements  of  age,  char¬ 
acter,  citizenship,  education,  and  physi¬ 
cal  condition.  He  does  not  have  to 
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comply  with  any  requirement  of  aero¬ 
nautical  knowledge,  experience,  or  skill. 
As  a  result,  anyone  who  holds  an  airman 
medical  certificate  of  the  third  class  or 
higher,  and  who  is  at  least  17  years  of 
age,  can  secure  a  free  balloon  pilot  cer¬ 
tificate  limited  to  hot-air  balloons. 
These  requirements  are  easily  met  by 
many  certificated  airmen,  and  hundreds 
of  them  have  acquired  a  hot-air  balloon 
certificate  merely  as  a  novelty  and  with 
no  serious  intention  of  operating  any 
kind  of  free  balloon. 

Until  recently  each  ascent  of  a  hot-air 
balloon  was  necessarily  of  short  dura¬ 
tion;  when  the  heated  air  cooled,  the 
balloon  descended.  A  new  development 
for  hot-air  balloons  provides  a  gas-fired 
heater  to  generate  hot  air  as  needed 
and  hot-air  balloons  using  this  device 
can  now  ascend  and  descend  at  the  op¬ 
erator’s  will,  and  can  remain  aloft  as 
long  as  there  is  fuel  for  the  heater.  This 
substantial  change  in  the  operation  of 
such  balloons  requires  a  demonstration 
of  skill  by  the  applicant  to  assure  his  use 
of  safe  and  proper  piloting  technique. 
Accordingly,  the  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  on  February  7,  1962,  issued  a 
notice  of  proposed  rule  making  on  this 
subject  which  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (27  F.R.  1363)  and  cir¬ 
culated  as  Civil  Air  Regulations  Draft 
Release  No.  62-6.  This  notice  proposed 
to  amend  the  introductory  paragraph  of 
§  22.13  to  require  that  an  applicant  for 
a  free  balloon  pilot  certificate  limited  to 
the  operation  of  a  hot-air  balloon  dem¬ 
onstrate  his  ability  to  pilot  and  maneuver 
a  free  balloon  in  actual  solo  flight.  In 
addition,  in  order  to  avoid  placing  a 
hardship  on  the  holder  of  a  student 
lighter-than-air  pilot  certificate  who 
seeks  a  hot-air  balloon  certificate,  it  was 
proposed  to  amend  §  22.31(a)  (1)  (ii)  to 
omit  the  6  instruction  flights  now  re¬ 
quired  for  endorsement  of  his  certificate 
for  solo  in  free  balloons. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  this  regulation  and  due  con¬ 
sideration  has  been  given  to  all  relevant 
matter  presented. 

Although  most  of  the  comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  Draft  Release  62-6 
were  favorable,  several  suggested  that 
the  proposed  regulation  was  not  strin¬ 
gent  enough.  However,  some  comments 
recommended  further  amendments  to 
the  present  requirements  for  a  minimum 
of  6  instruction  flights,  each  of  not  less 
than  one  hour  duration,  presently  con¬ 
tained  in  §§  22.31(a)  (1)  (ii)  and  (2) 
(ii) .  It  was  pointed  out  that  the  dura¬ 
tion  of  such  individual  flights,  after 
flight  equilibrium  has  been  established, 
is  relatively  unimportant,  and  that  the 
training  value  of  takeoffs  and  landings 
is  more  significant.  Therefore,  it  was 
recommended  that  the  requirement  of 
one  hour  duration  for  such  flights  should 
be  deleted. 

After  consideration  of  these  comments, 
the  Agency  believes  that  it  is  desirable, 
as  a  part  of  this  regulatory  action,  to 
delete  the  requirement  that  the  6  instruc¬ 
tion  flights  be  of  one  hour  duration  each 
while  still  requiring  a  minimum  of  6 
instruction  flights  and  a  total  of  6  hours 
of  instruction  time.  The  Agency  agrees 
that  this  change  would  tend  to  increase 


the  skill  of  the  students  by  applying 
training  emphasis  where  it  is  needed. 
Since  this  change  relieves  a  present  re¬ 
striction  and  imposes  no  additional  bur¬ 
den  on  any  person,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary  for 
its  adoption  as  a  part  of  this  amendment. 

This  amendment  will  be  included  in 
the  recodification  of  the  provisions  of 
Part  22  under  the  Agency’s  recodifica¬ 
tion  program  announced  in  Civil  Air 
Regulation  Draft  Release  No.  61-25  (26 
F.R.  10698). 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  Part 
22  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations  (14  CFR 
Part  22)  is  hereby  amended  as  follows, 
effective  August  7,  1962: 

1.  By  amending  the  introductory  para¬ 
graph  of  §  22.13  to  read  as  follows : 

§  22.13  Free  balloon  pilot  certificate. 

An  applicant  for  a  free  balloon  pilot 
certificate  shall  comply  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  paragraphs  (a)  through  (h)  of 
this  section.  An  applicant  for  a  free 
balloon  pilot  certificate  which  is  limited 
to  the  operation  of  hot-air  balloons  shall 
comply  only  with  the  requirements  of 
paragraphs  (a)  through  (e),  and  para¬ 
graph  (h)  of  this  section. 

2.  By  amending  §  22.31(a)  by  revising 
subparagraphs  (1)  (ii)  and  (2)  (ii)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  22.31  Flight  limitations  and  privileges. 

(a)  Student  lighter-than-air  pilot. 

(1)  *  *  * 

(ii)  He  shall  have  had  a  minimum  of  6 
instruction  flights  in  free  balloons,  which 
total  not  less  than  6  hours,  and  such  fact 
has  been  certified  to  by  his  instructor  on 
the  student  pilot  certificate.  This  sub¬ 
division  does  not  apply  to  the  flight 
demonstration  required  by  §  22.13(h) 
for  a  free  balloon  pilot  certificate  limited 
to  hot-air  balloons. 

(2)  *  *  * 

(ii)  He  shall  have  had  a  minimum  of  6 
instruction  flights  in  free  balloons,  which 
total  not  less  than  6  hours,  and  shall 
have  logged  at  least  one  hour  of  actual 
solo  flight  in  a  free  balloon  and  such  fact 
shall  be  certified  to  by  his  instructor  on 
the  student  lighter-than-air  pilot  cer¬ 
tificate.  If  the  student  possesses  a  free 
balloon  pilot  certificate,  such  certifica¬ 
tion  shall  not  be  required. 

(Secs.  313(a),  601,  602;  72  Stat.  752,  775,  776; 
49  U.S.C.  1354,  1421,  1422) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
28, 1962. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6470;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:46  a.m.] 

Title  16-COMMERCIAL 
PRACTICES 

Chapter  I — Federal  Trade  Commission 

[Docket  C-78] 

PART  1 3 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Jack  Berger  Furriers  Corp.  et  al. 

Subpart — Furnishing  false  guaranties: 
§  13.1053  Furnishing  false  guaranties: 


i  13.1053-35  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108  Invoicing  products  falsely: 

§  13.1108-45  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 
Subpart — Neglecting,  unfairly  or  decep¬ 
tively,  to  make  material  disclosure: 

§  13.1845  Composition:  §  13.1845-30  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1852  Formal 
regulatory  and  statutory  requirements: 

§  13.1852-35  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

§  13.1865  Manufacture  or  preparation: 

§  13.1865-40  Fur  Products  labeling  Act. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended;  sec. 

8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U.S.C.  45,  69f)  [Cease  and 
desist  order,  Jack  Berger  Furriers  Corp.  et  al., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-78,  Feb.  14,  1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  Jack  Berger  Furriers 
Corp.,  a  Corporation,  and  Jack  Berger, 
Individually  and  as  an  Officer  of  Said 
Corporation,  and  Louis  Cohen,  Individ¬ 
ually 

Consent  order  requiring  manufactur¬ 
ing  furriers  in  New  York  City  to  cease 
violating  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act 
by  failing  to  show  on  invoices  the  true 
animal  name  of  the  fur  used  in  a  fur 
product,  to  disclose  when  fur  was  arti- 
fically  colored,  and  to  comply  with  other 
invoicing  requirements;  and  by  furnish¬ 
ing  false  guaranties  that  certain  of  their 
fur  products  were  not  misbranded, 
falsely  invoiced,  or  falsely  advertised. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  Jack 
Berger  Furriers  Corp.,  a  corporation, 
and  its  officers,  and  Jack  Berger,  indi¬ 
vidually  and  as  an  officer  of  said  cor¬ 
poration,  and  Louis  Cohen,  individually 
and  respondents’  representatives,  agents 
and  employees,  directly  or  through  any 
corporate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction,  or  manufacture 
for  introduction,  into  commerce,  or  the 
sale,  advertising  or  offering  for  sale  in 
commerce,  or  the  transportation  or  dis¬ 
tribution  in  commerce,  of  any  fur  prod¬ 
uct;  or  in  connection  with  the  manufac¬ 
ture  for  sale,  sale,  advertising,  offering 
for  sale,  transportation  or  distribution, 
of  any  fur  product  which  is  made  in 
whole  or  in  part  of  fur  which  has  been 
shipped  and  received  in  commerce,  as 
“commerce”,  “fur”  and  “fur  product”  are 
defined  in  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

A.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers  of  fur  products  showing  in  words 
and  figures  plainly  legible  all  the  infor¬ 
mation  required  to  be  disclosed  by  each 
of  the  subsections  of  section  5(b)(1)  of 
the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

B.  Failing  to  set  forth  the  item  number 
or  mark  assigned  to  a  fur  product. 

2.  Furnishing  false  guaranties  that 
fur  products  are  not  misbranded,  falsely 
advertised  or  falsely  invoiced  under  the 
provisions  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act,  when  there  is  reason  to  believe  that 
the  fur  products  falsely  guaranteed  may 
be  introduced,  sold,  transported  or  dis¬ 
tributed  in  commerce. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this  or¬ 
der,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
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in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  February  14,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6477;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  C-74J 

PART  13 — PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

L.  Chester,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Advertising  falsely  or  mis¬ 
leadingly:  §  13.155  Prices:  §  13.155-40 
Exaggerated  as  regular  and  customary; 

§  13.155-65  Sales  below  cost.  Subpart — 
Concealing,  obliterating  or  removing  law 
required  and  informative  marking: 

§  13.512  Fur  products  tags  or  identifica¬ 
tion.  Subpart — I  n  v  o  i  c  i  n  g  products 
falsely:  §  13.1108  Invoicing  products 
falsely:  §  13.1108-45  Fur  Products  Label¬ 
ing  Act.  Subpart — Misbranding  or  mis¬ 
labeling:  §  13.1185  Composition:  §  13.- 
1185-30  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

§  13.1255  Manufacture  or  preparation: 

§  13.1255-30  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

§  13.1280  Price.  Subpart — Neglecting, 
unfairly  or  deceptively,  to  make  material 
disclosure:  §  13.1845  Composition:  §  13.- 
1845-30  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act; 

§  13.1852  Formal  regulatory  and  statu¬ 
tory  requirements:  §  13.1852-35  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1865  Manu¬ 
facture  or  preparation:  §  13.1865-40  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act;  §  13.1886  Quality, 
grade  or  type;  §  13.1900  Source  or  origin: 

§  13.1900-40  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act: 

§  13.1900-40(b)  Place. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  16  UB.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended; 
sec.  8,  65  Stat.  179;  15  U3.C.  45,  69f )  [Cease 
and  desist  order,  L.  Chester,  Inc.,  et  al.,  Fort 
Wayne,  Ind.,  Docket  C-74,  Feb.  12,  1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  L.  Chester,  Inc.,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  and  L.  Chester  Franckowiak 
and  Emily  Franckowiak,  Individually 
and  as  Officers  of  Said  Corporation 

Consent  order  requiring  furriers  in 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  to  cease  violating  the 
Fur  Products  Labeling  Act  by  substitut¬ 
ing  for  the  labels  affixed  to  fur  products 
by  the  manufacturer,  others  which  did 
not  conform  to  requirements;  falsely 
labeling  furs  as  to  the  names  of  the  pro¬ 
ducing  animal,  and  as  natural  when  they 
were  artificially  colored;  labeling  fur 
products  with  fictitious  prices  repre¬ 
sented  thereby  as  usual  retail  prices; 
failing  to  show  on  labels  and  invoices  and 
in  advertising  the  true  animal  name  of 
the  fur  used  in  fur  products,  when  fur 
was  artificially  colored,  and  when  fur 
products  were  composed  of  cheap  and 
waste  fur;  failing  to  show  on  invoices  the 
country  of  origin  of  imported  furs;  ad¬ 
vertising  which  represented  prices  of  fur 
products  as  reduced  from  regular  prices 
which  were  in  fact  fictitious,  and  as  “at 
cost  or  below  cost”  when  such  was  not 
the  fact;  and  failing  to  maintain  ade¬ 
quate  records  as  a  basis  for  price  and 
value  claims. 


The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered.  That  respondents  L. 
Chester,  Inc.,  a  corporation,  and  its  offi¬ 
cers,  and  L.  Chester  Franckowiak  and 
Emily  Franckowiak,  individually  and  as 
officers  of  said  corporation,  and  respond¬ 
ents’  representatives,  agents  and  em¬ 
ployees,  directly  or  through  any  cor¬ 
porate  or  other  device,  in  connection 
with  the  introduction  into  commerce,  or 
the  sale,  advertising  or  offering  for  sale, 
in  commerce,  or  the  transportation  or 
distribution  in  commerce,  of  any  fur 
product;  or  in  connection  with  the  sale, 
advertising,  offering  for  sale,  transpor¬ 
tation  or  distribution,  of  any  fur  product 
which  is  made  in  whole  or  in  part  of  fur 
which  has  been  shipped  and  received  in 
commerce;  or  in  connection  with  the 
sale,  advertising,  offering  for  sale  or 
processing  of  any  fur  product  which  has 
been  shipped  and  received  in  commerce, 
and  upon  which  fur  product  a  substitute 
label  has  been  placed  by  the  respondents, 
as  “commerce”,  “fur”  and  “fur  product” 
are  defined  in  the  Fur  Products  Labeling 
Act,  do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  Misbranding  fur  products  by: 

A.  Placing  thereon  substitute  labels 
for  labels  affixed  to  such  fur  products 
pursuant  to  section  4  of  the  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act  and  which  substitute  labels 
do  not  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
section  4  of  the  said  Act. 

B.  Falsely  and  deceptively  labeling  or 
otherwise  identifying  such  fur  products 
as  to  the  name  or  names  of  the  animal 
or  animals  that  produced  the  furs  from 
which  such  fur  products  were  manu¬ 
factured. 

C.  Representing  directly  or  by  impli¬ 
cation  that  the  fur  contained  in  fur 
products  is  natural,  when  such  is  not  the 
fact. 

D.  Falsely  and  deceptively  labeling  or 
otherwise  identifying  such  products  as 
to  the  regular  price  or  values  thereof  by 
any  representation  that  the  regular  or 
usual  prices  of  such  products  are  any 
amount  in  excess  of  the  price  at  which 
respondents  have  usually  and  custom¬ 
arily  sold  such  products  in  the  recent 
regular  course  of  their  business. 

E.  Failing  to  affix  labels  to  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  showing  in  words  and  figures  plainly 
legible  all  of  the  information  required  to 
be  disclosed  by  each  of  the  subsections 
of  section  4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act. 

F.  Failing  to  set  forth  the  term  “Per¬ 
sian  Lamb”  in  the  manner  required 
where  an  election  is  made  to  use  that 
term  instead  of  the  word  “Lamb”. 

G.  Failing  to  set  forth  on  one  side 
of  the  labels  the  information  required 
under  section  4(2)  of  the  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  promulgated  thereunder. 

H.  Failing  to  disclose  that  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  are  composed  in  whole  or  substan¬ 
tial  part  of  paws,  tails,  bellies,  sides, 
flanks,  gills,  ears,  throats,  heads,  scrap 
pieces  or  waste  fur. 

2.  Falsely  or  deceptively  invoicing  fur 
products  by: 

A.  Failing  to  furnish  invoices  to  pur¬ 
chasers'  of  fur  products  showing  in 
words  and  figures  plainly  legible  all  the 


information  required  to  be  disclosed  by 
each  of  the  subsections  of  section  5(b) 
(1)  of  the  Fur  Products  Labeling  Act. 

B.  Setting  forth  any  misrepresenta¬ 
tion  as  to  the  name  or  names  of  the 
animal  or  animals  that  produced  the  fur 
from  which  the  said  fur  product  has 
been  manufactured. 

C.  Setting  forth  information  required 
under  section  5(b)(1)  of  the  Fur  Prod¬ 
ucts  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  promulgated  thereunder  in 
abbreviated  form. 

D.  Failing  to  set  forth  the  term 
“Persian  Lamb”  in  the  manner  required 
where  an  election  is  made  to  use  that 
term  instead  of  the  word  “Lamb”. 

E.  Failing  to  set  forth  the  term  “Dyed 
Mouton  Lamb”  in  the  manner  required 
where  an  election  is  made  to  use  that 
term  instead  of  the  term  “Dyed  Lamb”. 

F.  Failing  to  set  forth  information  re¬ 
quired  under  section  5(b)  (1)  of  the  Fur 
Products  Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  thereunder  with 
respect  to  each  section  of  fur  products 
composed  of  two  or  more  sections  con¬ 
taining  different  animal  furs. 

G.  Failing  to  disclose  that  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  are  composed  in  whole  or  in  substan¬ 
tial  part  of  paws,  tails,  bellies,  sides, 
flanks,  gills,  ears,  throats,  heads,  scrap 
pieces  or  waste  fur. 

3.  Falsely  or  deceptively  advertising 
fur  products  through  the  use  of  any  ad¬ 
vertisement,  representation,  public  an¬ 
nouncement,  or  notice  which  is  intended 
to  aid,  promote  or  assist,  directly  or  in¬ 
directly,  in  the  sale,  or  offering  for  sale 
of  fur  products,  and  which: 

A.  Fails  to  disclose  the  name  or  names 
of  the  animal  or  animals  producing  the 
fur  or  furs  contained  in  the  fur  products, 
as  set  forth  in  the  Fur  Products  Name 
Guide,  and  as  prescribed  under  the  rules 
and  regulations. 

B.  Fails  to  set  forth  the  term  “Per¬ 
sian  Lamb”  in  the  manner  required 
where  an  election  is  made  to  use  that 
term  instead  of  the  word  “Lamb”. 

C.  Fails  to  disclose  that  the  fur  prod¬ 
ucts  are  composed  in  whole  or  in  sub¬ 
stantial  part  of  paws,  tails,  bellies,  sides, 
flanks,  gills,  ears,  throats,  heads,  scrap 
pieces  or  waste  fur. 

D.  Represents  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion  that  the  regular  or  usual  price  of  any 
fur  product  is  any  amount  which  is  in 
excess  of  the  prices  at  which  the  respond¬ 
ents  have  usually  and  regularly  sold 
such  products  in  the  recent  regular 
course  of  their  business. 

E.  Represents  directly  or  by  implica¬ 
tion  that  prices  of  fur  products  are  “at 
cost”  or  “below  cost”,  when  such  is  not 
the  fact. 

F.  Misrepresents  in  any  manner  the 
savings  available  to  purchasers  of  re¬ 
spondents’  products. 

4.  Making  claims  and  representation 
of  the  types  covered  by  subsections  (a), 
(b) ,  (c) ,  and  (d)  of  Rule  44  of  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Fur  Products  Labeling  Act  unless  there 
are  maintained  by  respondents  full  and 
adequate  records  disclosing  the  facts 
upon  which  such  claims  and  representa¬ 
tions  are  based. 

5.  Failing  to  keep  and  preserve  the 
records  required  by  the  Fur  Products 
Labeling  Act  and  the  rules  and  regula- 
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tions  promulgated  thereunder  when 
making  the  substitution  of  labels  on  fur 
products  as  provided  for  in  section  3(e) 
of  the  said  act. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  February  12,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6478;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  C-79] 

PART  13— PROHIBITED  TRADE 
PRACTICES 

Bea  Wright,  Inc.,  et  al. 

Subpart — Furnishing  false  guaran¬ 
ties:  §  13.1053  Furnishing  false  guaran¬ 
ties:  §  13.1053-30  Flammable  Fabrics 
Act.  Subpart — Importing,  selling,  or 
transporting  flammable  wear:  §  13.1060 
Importing,  selling,  or  transporting 
flammable  wear. 

(Sec.  6,  38  Stat.  721;  15  U.S.C.  46.  Interpret 
or  apply  sec.  5,  38  Stat.  719,  as  amended,  67 
Stat.  Ill,  as  amended;  15  U.S.C.  45,  1191) 
[Cease  and  desist  order,  Bea  Wright,  Inc., 
et  al.,  New  York,  N.Y.,  Docket  C-79,  Feb.  16, 
1962] 

In  the  Matter  of  Bea  Wright,  Inc.,  a 

Corporation,  Bea  Rite  Frocks,  Inc.,  a 

Corporation,  and  Philip  Silverman, 

and  Louis  Levitan,  Individually  and  as 

Officers  of  Both  Corporations 

Consent  order  requiring  New  York 
City  manufacturers  to  cease  violating  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  by  selling  ladies’ 
dresses  which  were  so  highly  flammable 
as  to  be  dangerous  when  worn,  and  fur¬ 
nishing  their  customers  with  a  guaranty 
that  the  required  tests  showed  the 
dresses  were  not  dangerously  flammable. 

The  order  to  cease  and  desist,  includ¬ 
ing  further  order  requiring  report  of 
compliance  therewith,  is  as  follows: 

It  is  ordered,  That  the  respondents 
Bea  Wright,  Inc.,  and  Bea  Rite  Frocks, 
Inc.,  corporations,  and  their  officers,  and 
Philip  Silverman  and  Louis  Levitan, 
individually  and  as  officers  of  said  cor¬ 
porations,  and  respondents’  represent¬ 
atives,  agents  and  employees,  directly  or 
through  any  corporate  or 'other  device, 
do  forthwith  cease  and  desist  from: 

1.  (a)  Importing  into  the  United 
States;  or 

(b)  Manufacturing  for  sale,  selling, 
offering  for  sale,  introducing,  delivering 
for  introduction,  transporting  or  causing 
to  be  transported,  in  commerce,  as  “com¬ 
merce”  is  defined  in  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act;  or 

(c)  Transporting  or  causing  to  be 
transported,  for  the  purpose  of  sale  or 
delivery  after  sale  in  commerce; 

any  article  of  wearing  apparel  which, 
under  the  provisions  of  section  4  of  the 
said  Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  as  amended, 
No.  129 - 3 


is  so  highly  flammable  as  to  be  dangerous 
when  worn  by  individuals. 

2.  Manufacturing  for  sale,  selling,  or 
offering  for  sale  any  article  of  wearing 
apparel  made  of  fabric  which  has  been 
shipped  or  received  in  commerce  and 
which  fabric,  under  section  4  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  as  amended, 
is  so  highly  flammable  as  to  be  dangerous 
when  worn  by  individuals. 

3.  Furnishing  to  any  person  a  guar¬ 
anty  with  respect  to  any  article  of  wear¬ 
ing  apparel  which  respondents,  or  any 
of  them,  have  reason  to  believe  may  be 
introduced,  sold  or  transported  in  com¬ 
merce,  which  guaranty  represents,  con¬ 
trary  to  fact,  that  reasonable  and 
representative  tests  made  under  the 
procedures  provided  in  section  4  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  as  amended, 
and  the  Rules  and  Regulations  promul¬ 
gated  thereunder,  show  and  will  show 
that  the  article  of  wearing  apparel,  or 
the  fabric  used  or  contained  therein, 
covered  by  the  guaranty,  is  not,  in  the 
form  delivered  or  to  be  delivered  by  the 
guarantor,  so  highly  flammable  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics 
Act,  as  to  be  dangerous  when  worn  by 
individuals,  provided,  however,  that  this 
prohibition  shall  not  be  applicable  to 
a  guaranty  furnished  on  the  basis  of, 
and  in  reliance  upon,  a  guaranty  to  the 
same  effect  received  by  respondents  in 
good  faith  signed  by  and  containing  the 
name  and  address  of  the  person  by  whom 
the  article  of  wearing  apparel  or  fabric 
was  manufactured  or  from  whom  it  was 
received. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  re¬ 
spondents  herein  shall,  within  sixty  (60) 
days  after  service  upon  them  of  this 
order,  file  with  the  Commission  a  report 
in  writing  setting  forth  in  detail  the 
manner  and  form  in  which  they  have 
complied  with  this  order. 

Issued:  February  16,  1962. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Joseph  W.  Shea, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6479;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Title  19-CUSTOMS  DUTIES 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Customs, 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.D.  55653] 

PA$T  10— ARTICLES  CONDITIONALLY 
FREE,  SUBJECT  TO  A  REDUCED 
RATE,  ETC. 

PART  19— CUSTOMS  WAREHOUSES 
AND  CONTROL  OF  MERCHANDISE 
THEREIN 

PART  22— DRAWBACK 
Vessels  Supplies 

Sections  10.59  to  10.64,  inclusive,  and 
§  19.15,  Customs  Regulations,  concern¬ 
ing  duty  and  tax  free  withdrawals  under 
section  309  of  the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  of  supplies  and  equipment  for 
vessels  engaged  in  certain  classes  of 
trade  and  section  22.18,  Customs  Regula¬ 


tions,  concerning  allowance  of  drawback 
under  section  309  of  the  Tariff  Act  of 
1930,  as  amended,  on  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment  for  vessels  engaged  in  certain 
classes  of  trade,  amended. 

In  C.A.D.  389  the  United  States  Court 
of  Customs  and  Patent  Appeals  ruled 
that  under  section  309(b)  of  the  Tariff 
Act  of  1930,  as  amended  by  the  Customs 
Administrative  Act  of  1938,  oil  withdrawn 
from  a  customs  bonded  manufacturing 
warehouse  (class  6)  for  use  as  fuel  sup¬ 
plies  on  a  vessel  engaged  in  foreign  trade 
was  exported  when  laden  on  the  vessel. 

It  has  been  decided  that  the  principle 
expressed  in  C.A.D.  389,  supra,  is  equally 
applicable  to  withdrawals  of  merchan¬ 
dise  under  section  309(a)  of  the  Tariff 
Act. 

This  conclusion  is  supported  by  the 
Decision  of  the  United  States  Customs 
Court  in  C.D.  1516.  There  the  Court 
ruled  that,  for  the  purposes  of  section 
309(c)  of  the  Tariff  Act,  oil  withdrawn 
under  section  309(a)  for  use  as  fuel  sup¬ 
plies  on  a  vessel  engaged  in  trade  be¬ 
tween  the  Atlantic  and  Pacific  ports  of 
the  United  States  was  exported  when 
laden  on  the  receiving  vessel. 

The  adoption  of  the  foregoing  proposal 
will  expedite  the  crediting  of  bonds  by 
reason  of  the  elimination  of  a  consider¬ 
able  number  of  the  declarations  of  busi¬ 
ness  or  trade  presently  required  under 
section  309(a)  from  American-flag  ves¬ 
sels  engaged  in  intercoastal  and  non¬ 
contiguous  territory  trade  and  reduce 
work. 

Accordingly,  to  give  effect  to  the  above 
views  and  to  delete  any  reference  to 
section  4222  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code  of  1954  which,  renumbered  as  sec¬ 
tion  4221,  no  longer  pertains  to  customs, 
the  Customs  Regulations  are  amended 
as  follows: 

§  10.59  [Amendment] 

Section  10.59(c)  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  “and  I.R.C.  sec  4222.” 

Footnote  56  to  part  10  is  amended  by 
deleting  the  quotation  of  subsection  (c) 
of  section  309,  Tariff  Act  of  - 1930,  as 
amended. 

(Sec.  309(a),  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  19 
U.S.C.  1309(a)) 

§  10.60  [Amendment] 

Section  10.60  is  amended  as  follows: 
Paragraph  (f)  is  amended  by  deleting 
“or  I.R.C.  section  4222,  as  the  case  may 
be,”  in  the  last  sentence. 

Paragraph  (h)  is  amended  by  deleting 
“or  section  4222  of  the  Internal  Revenue 
Code,”  in  the  first  sentence  and  by  delet¬ 
ing  the  last  sentence  so  that  the  para¬ 
graph  will  read  as  follows: 

(h)  If  a  request  is  made  for  permis¬ 
sion  to  transfer  supplies  or  stores  from 
one  vessel  to  another  which  would  be  en¬ 
titled  to  withdraw  them  free  of  duty  and 
tax  under  section  309  or  317,  Tariff  Act 
of  1930,  as  amended,  the  collector  in  his 
discretion  may  permit  the  articles  to  be 
so  transferred  under  customs  supervision 
under  a  permit  on  customs  Form  3171  in 
lieu  of  a  formal  withdrawal  under  the 
pertinent  statute.  In  such  a  case,  the 
pertinent  statute  shall  be  indicated  by 
an  endorsement  made  on  the  permit  by 
the  collector. 
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(Sec.  309,  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  19  U.S.C. 
1309) 

Section  10.61  is  amended  to  read: 

§  10.61  Withdrawal  permit. 

Upon  the  filing  of  the  withdrawal  and 
the  execution  of  the  bond,  when  required, 
the  collector  shall  issue  a  permit  on  cus¬ 
toms  Form  7506  or  7512. 

(Sec.  309(a),  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  19 
U.S.C.  1309(a) ) 

§  10.62  [Amendment] 

Section  10.62(a)  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  “or  section  4222,  Internal  Revenue 
Code,”  in  the  first  sentence. 

(Sec.  309,  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  19  U.S.C. 
1309) 

Section  10.63  is  amended  to  read: 

§  10.63  Landing  of  supplies  and  stores 
from  receiving  vessel  in  the  United 
States. 

Supplies  or  stores  laden  on  a  vessel 
duty  and  tax  free  under  section  309, 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  may  be 
landed  under  customs  supervision  under 
proper  permit,  the  same  as  if  they  had 
been  laden  in  a  foreign  country.  See 
§§  4.39  and  23.4  of  this  chapter.  Except 
when  transfer  to  another  vessel  entitled 
to  the  free  withdrawal  privilege  is  per¬ 
mitted  under  the  original  withdrawal 
under  section  309,  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as 
amended,  the  landed  articles  shall  be 
treated  as  an  importation  from  a  foreign 
country.88 

Part  10  is  amended  by  adding  a  new 
footnote  designated  58,  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

58  (c)  Articles  removed  In,  or  returned  to, 
the  United  States.  Any  article  exempted 
from  duty  or  tax,  or  in  respect  of  which 
drawback  has  been  allowed,  under  this  sec¬ 
tion  or  section  317  of  this  Act  and  there¬ 
after  removed  in  the  United  States  from  any 
vessel  or  aircraft,  or  otherwise  returned  to 
the  United  States,  shall  be  treated  as  an 
importation  from  a  foreign  country. 

(Tariff  Act  of  1930,  sec.  309,  as  amended;  19 
U.S.C.  1309) 

(Sec.  309(a),  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  19 
U.S.C.  1309(a)) 

§  10.64  [Amendment] 

Section  10.64  is  amended  as  follows: 
Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  to  read: 

(a)  Except  as  stated  below,  the  ware¬ 
house  or  rewarehouse  entry  bond  or  the 
bond  identified  in  §  10.60  (c)  or  (f)  for 
articles  withdrawn  under  section  309, 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  for  use 
as  supplies,  equipment,  or  for  repair  of 
a  vessel  may  be  credited  or  canceled  in 
respect  of  such  articles  upon  the  ves¬ 
sel’s  departure  from  the  port  of  lading 
in  a  class  of  trade  or  business  entitling 
the  articles  to  exemption  from  duty  and 
tax  under  the  statute.  If  the  vessel  is 
not  operated  by  the  United  States  and 
proceeds  in  ballast  from  the  port  where 
the  articles  are  laden  to  another  port  to 
lade  passengers  or  cargo  for  carriage  in 
a  class  of  trade  specified  in  section  309, 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended,  the  bond 
may  be  credited  or  canceled  upon  the 
filing  with  the  collector  at  the  port  of 
withdrawal  within  3  months  after  the 
date  of  withdrawal  of  a  proper  declara¬ 


tion  as  prescribed  below.  The  declara¬ 
tion  shall  be  executed  by  one  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  who  has  knowledge  of  the  facts: ' 

(1)  The  operations  manager  or  port 
captain  for  the  vessel  on  which  the  ar¬ 
ticles  are  laden  but  not  a  representative 
of  the  supplier. 

(2)  The  master  or  other  officer  of  the 
vessel  on  which  the  articles  are  laden. 

The  declaration  shall  be  in  substan¬ 
tially  the  following  form: 

•  i, . . . - . 

(Operations  manager,  port  captain, 
master,  or  other  officer) 

of  the  vessel _ declare  that  I  have 

knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein,  and 
that  upon  the  lading  of  the  articles  described 

below  covered  by  withdrawal  No. - -  filed 

at _ _  the  vessel  then  proceeded 

(Name  of  port) 

in  ballast  to _ to  lade  cargo  or 

(Name  of  port) 

passengers;  that  the  vessel  was  suitable  for 
service  in  the  class  of  trade  checked  below 
with  fittings,  outfit,  and  equipment  for  such 
trade  already  Installed  when  it  so  departed 
in  ballast;  and  that  upon  arrival  it  proceeded 
to  engage  in  the  carriage  of  cargo  or  pas¬ 
sengers  in  such  trade,  except  as  stated  below: 


(If  no  exception,  note 
“None”) 

1.  Foreign  Trade. 

2.  Trade  between  Atlantic  and  Pacific  ports 

of  the  United  States,  when  such  trade 
is  not  prohibited  by  coastwise  laws. 

3.  Trade  between  the  United  States  and  any 

of  its  possessions,  when  such  trade  is 
not  prohibited  by  coastwise  laws. 

4.  Trade  between  Alaska  or  Hawaii  and  any 

other  part  of  the  United  States,  when 
such  trade  is  not  prohibited  by  coast¬ 
wise  laws. 

Description  of  articles: 


(Name  and  title) 

(Sec.  309,  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  19  U.S.C. 
1309) 

§  19.15  [Amendment] 

To  delete  all  references  to  section  4222 
of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954 
which,  renumbered  as  section  4221,  no 
longer  pertains  to  customs,  §  19.15(g)  is 
amended  by  deleting  “,  or  I.R.C.  section 
4222”  from  the  first  and  fourth  sen¬ 
tences  and  by  deleting  “or  in  accordance 
with  I.R.C.  section  4222,”  from  the  fifth 
sentence  thereof. 

(R.S.  251,  sec.  624,  46  Stat.  769;  19  U.S.C.  66, 
1624) 

At  the  present  time  when  notice  of 
lading  is  filed  after  lading  of  fuel  on  air¬ 
craft,  a  separate  receipt  by  an  officer  of 
the  aircraft  is  required  for  each  lading. 
In  view  of  the  relatively  small  quantities 
of  fuel  laden  this  requirement  has  been 
found  to  be  onerous  and  henceforth  a 
blanket  receipt  covering  a  period  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  one  calendar  month  will  be  au¬ 
thorized.  Under  judicial  decisions,  lad¬ 
ing  alone  is  sufficient  to  suport  an 
allowance  of  drawback  under  section  309 
and  entries  in  the  stores’  log  book  are 
no  longer  necessary.  To  reflect  these 
views  and  the  fact  that  section  4222  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  which, 
renumbered  as  section  4221,  no  longer 
pertains  to  customs,  and  to  delete  all 


references  to  the  stores’  log  book,  §  22.18 
is  amended  as  follows: 

§  22.18  [Amendment] 

Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  by  deleting 
“and  I.R.C.  section  4222, 7”  therefrom. 

Paragraph  (e)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows : 

(e)  Paragraphs  (g)  and  (h)  of  this 
section,  insofar  as  applicable,  shall  apply 
with  respect  to  aircraft  registered  in  the 
United  States  and  actually  engaged  in. 
foreign  trade  or  trade  between  the 
United  States  and  any  of  its  possessions, 
or  between  Hawaii  and  any  other  part 
of  the  United  States  or  between  Alaska 
and  any  other  part  of  the  United  States, 
and  aircraft  registered  in  any  foreign 
country  and  actually  engaged  in  foreign 
trade  or  trade  between  the  United  States 
and  any  of  its  possessions,  or  between 
Hawaii  and  any  other  part  of  the  United 
States  or  between  Alaska  and  any  other 
part  of  the  United  States,  -where  such 
trade  by  foreign  aircraft  is  permitted. 

Paragraph  (f)  is  deleted. 

Paragraph  (h)  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

(h)  If  the  supplies  were  laden  on  an 
American  vessel,  a  declaration  of  the 
master  or  other  officer  of  the  vessel  who 
has  knowledge  of  the  facts,  or  of  a  rep¬ 
resentative  of  the  vessel  owner  having 
knowledge  of  the  facts  and  holding  a 
customs  power  of  attorney,  showing  the 
class  of  business  or  trade  in  which  the 
vessel  on  which  the  articles  were  laden 
as  supplies  was  engaged  at  the  time  of 
lading  shall  be  furnished  in  support  of 
the  drawback  entry.  Such  declaration 
may  be  executed  on  the  copy  of  the  no¬ 
tice  of  lading  on  which  the  master  or 
other  officer  or  authorized  representative 
certifies  as  to  the  receipt  and  quantity 
of  the  articles  laden,  or  be  separately 
furnished,  and  shall  be  in  substantially 
the  following  form: 

I, . 

(Master  or  other  officer  or  authorized 
representative) 

of  the  S.S. _ _  declare  that  I  have 

knowledge  of  the  facts  set  forth  herein; 
that  certain  articles  covered  by  notice  of 

lading  No.  _ _  filed  at  the  port  of 

_ _  were  laden  on  the  above-named 

vessel  at  said  port  on _ _  19 _ _  for 

use  on  board  the  vessel  as  supplies;  and 
that  at  the  time  of  lading  of  the  articles, 
said  vessel  was  engaged  in  the  business  or 
trade  checked  below: 

1.  Fisheries. 

2.  Whaling. 

3.  Trade  between  Atlantic  and  Pacific  ports 

of  the  United  States. 

4.  Trade  between  the  United  States  and  any 

of  its  possessions. 

5.  Foreign  trade. 

6.  Trade  between  Hawaii  or  Alaska  and  any 

other  part  of  the  United  States. 


(Name  and  title) 

Paragraph  (i)  is  deleted. 

Paragraph  (j)  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

(j)  In  the  case  of  articles  laden  or 
installed  on  aircraft  as  equipment  or 
claimed  to  have  been  used  in  the  main¬ 
tenance  or  repair  of  aircraft,  the  col¬ 
lector  shall  require  such  declarations  or 
other  evidence  as  will  satisfy  him  con- 
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cerning  the  facts.  In  the  case  of  arti¬ 
cles  laden  on  aircraft  as  supplies  there 
may  be  filed  with  the  collector  a  com¬ 
posite  notice  of  lading  for  each  calendar 
month  covering  all  deliveries  of  supplies 
during  that  month  by  one  drawback 
claimant  at  a  single  airport  to  all  air¬ 
planes  of  one  airline  engaged  in  appro¬ 
priate  traffic.  The  notice  shall  show, 
either  on  its  face  or  on  a  continuation 
sheet,  as  to  each  flight,  the  identity  of 
the  aircraft,  the  description  of  the  sup¬ 
plies  laden,  the  amount  laden,  and  the 
date  of  lading.  At  the  end  of  the  line 
relating  to  each  flight  sufficient  space 
shall  be  left  for  the  collector’s  notation 
as  to  clearance.  On  the  reverse  of  the 
notice  the  “Receipt  of  Master  or  Other 
Officer”  shall  be  certified  by  an  airline 
representative  having  knowledge  of  the 
facts  and  holding  a  customs  power  of 
attorney. 

Paragraph  (k)  is  amended  by  delet¬ 
ing  “,  or  I.R.C.  section  4222”  from  the 
last  sentence  of  the  “Declaration  of  Lad¬ 
ing  or  Use”. 

Footnote  7  is  deleted. 

(Secs.  309,  624,  46  Stat.  690,  as  amended,  759; 
19  U.S.C.  1309,  1624) 

[seal]  Philip  Nichols,  Jr., 

Commissioner  of  Customs. 

Approved:  June  27, 1962. 

James  Pomeroy  Hendrick, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6524;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:55  a.m.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 
SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  120— -TOLERANCES  AND  EX¬ 
EMPTIONS  FROM  TOLERANCES 
FOR  PESTICIDE  CHEMICALS  IN  OR 
ON  RAW  AGRICULTURAL  COM¬ 
MODITIES 

Tolerances  for  Residues  of  1 -Naphthyl 
N-Methylcarbamate 

A  petition  was  filed  with  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration  by  Union  Carbide 
Corporation,  270  Park  Avenue,  New  York 
17,  New  York,  requesting  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  tolerances  for  residues  of  the 
insecticide  1-naphthyl  N-methylcarba- 
mate  in  or  on  whole  almonds  and  whole 
walnuts  (meat  plus  shell)  at  10  parts 
per  million,  and  in  or  on  almond  hulls 
at  40  parts  per  million. 

The  Secretary  of  Agriculture  has  cer¬ 
tified  that  this  pesticide  chemical  is  use¬ 
ful  for  the  purposes  for  which  tolerances 
are  being  established. 

After  consideration  of  the  data  sub¬ 
mitted  in  the  petition  and  other  relevant 
material  which  show  that  the  residues 
in  the  nut  meats  from  the  proposed  use 
will  not  exceed  1  part  per  million  and 
that  the  tolerances  established  in  this 
order  will  protect  the  public  health,  and 
by  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 


Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat. 
512;  21  U.S.C.  346a(d)  (2) )  and  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
by  the  Secretary  (25  F.R.  8625),  the 
regulations  for  tolerances  for  pesticide 
chemicals  in  or  on  raw  agricultural  com¬ 
modities  are  amended  by  adding  to 
§  120.169  (21  CFR  120.169;  27  FJt.  823, 
4913)  tolerances  for  this  insecticide  in 
or  on  almonds,  almond  hulls,  and  wal¬ 
nuts,  as  follows : 

§  120.169  Tolerances  for  residues  of  1- 
napthtliyl  W-methylcarbamate. 
***** 

40  parts  per  million  in  or  on  almond 
hulls. 

*  *  *  *  * 

10  parts  per  million  in  or  on  whole  al¬ 
monds  (meat  plus  shell)  and  whole  wal¬ 
nuts  (meat  plus  shell)  of  which  not  more 
than  1  part  per  million  shall  be  in  or 
on  the  nut  meats  after  shell  is  removed 
and  discarded. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely 
affected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at 
any  time  within  30  days  from  the  date 
of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  5440,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
written  objections  thereto.  Objections 
shall  show  wherein  the  person  filing  will 
be  adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections 
must  state  the  issues  for  the  hearing. 
A  hearing  will  be  granted  if  the  objec¬ 
tions  are  supported  by  grounds  legally 
sufficient  to  justify  the  relief  sought. 
Objections  may  be  accompanied  by  a 
memorandum  or  brief  in  support  thereof. 
All  documents  shall  be  filed  in 
quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  408(d)(2),  68  Stat.  512;  21  U.S.C. 
346a(d) (2)) 

Dated;  June  28, 1962. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6506;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 


PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Resinous  and  Polymeric  Coatings 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  in 
petitions  filed  by : 

Can  Manufacturers  Institute,  Inc.,  815 
Fifteenth  Street  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.; 
Cook  Paint  and  Varnish  Company,  Post  Office 
Box  389,  Kansas  City  41,  Missouri; 

Esso  Research  and  Engineering  Company, 
Post  Office  Box  172,  Linden,  New  Jersey; 


W.  R.  Grace  and  Company,  Dewey  and  Almy 
Chemical  Division,  Cambridge  40,  Massa¬ 
chusetts; 

Hercules  Powder  Company,  910  Market 
Street,  Wilmington  99,  Delaware; 

Minnesota  Mining  and  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  900  Bush  Avenue,  St.  Paul  6, 
Minnesota, 

and  other  relevant  material,  has  con¬ 
cluded  that  the  following  amendments 
to  §  121.2514(b)(3)  of  the  food  additive 
regulations  should  issue  to  permit  the 
use  of  additional  substances  in  the  for¬ 
mulation  of  resinous  and  polymeric 
coatings.  Therefore,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409(c)(1),  72 
Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c)(1)),  and 
under  the  authority  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (25  FJt. 
8625) ,  §  121.2514  Resinous  and  polymeric 
coatings  (21  CFR  121.2514;  27  F.R.  1252, 
3624)  is  amended  as  follows: 

1.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (iii)  is  amended 
by  changing  the  item  “Butadiene  and 
styrene  copolymer”  to  read  “Butadiene 
and  styrene  copolymer,  blown  or  unr 
blown.” 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (vi)  (a)  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  inserting  therein,  in  alphabetical 
order,  the  item  “3-Pentadecyl  phenol 
mixture  obtained  from  cashew  nut  shell 
liquid.” 

3.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (xvi)  is  amended 
by  inserting  therein,  in  alphabetical  or¬ 
der,  the  item  “Hydroxyethylcellulose.” 

4.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (xxii)  (a)  is 
amended  by  inserting  therein,  in  alpha¬ 
betical  order,  the  item  “Cerium.” 

5.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (xxvi)  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  inserting  therein,  in  alphabetical 
order,  the  item  “Diatomaceous  earth.” 

6.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (xxxii)  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  changing  the  items  “Ethyl  toluene 
solfonamide  catalyst”  and  “Polyamides 
derived  from  dimerized  vegetable  oil 
acids  *  *  *”  to  read  as  follows; 

Ethyl  toluene  sulfonamide. 

Polyamides  derived  from  the  following 
acids  and  amines: 

Acids : 

Sebacic. 

Vegetable  oil  acids  (with  or  without  di¬ 
merization)  . 

Amines: 

Diethylenetriamlne. 

Diphenylamine. 

Ethylenediamine. 

Tetraethylenepentamine. 

Triethylenetetramine. 

7.  Paragraph  (b)  (3)  (xxxiii)  is  amend¬ 
ed  by  inserting  therein,  in  alphabetical 
order,  the  items: 

Monodibutylamide  pyrophosphate  as  se- 
questrant  for  iron. 

Tin  chloride. 

Tin  sulfate. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
its  publication  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare, 
Room  5440,  330  Independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  written  ob¬ 
jections  thereto.  Objections  shall  show 
wherein  the  person  filing  will  be  ad¬ 
versely  affected  by  the  order  and  specify 
with  particularity  the  provisions  of  the 
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order  deemed  objectionable  and  the 
grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  requested,  the  objections  must  state 
the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hearing 
will  be  granted  if  the  objections  are  sup¬ 
ported  by  grounds  legally  sufficient  to 
justify  the  relief  sought.  Objections 
may  be  accompanied  by  a  memorandum 
or  brief  in  support  thereof.  All  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  in  quintuplicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6507;  Filed,  July  8,  1962; 
8:52  a.m.] 


PART  121 — FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 

From  Contact  With  Containers  or 

Equipment  and  Food  Additives 

Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Pulp  From  Reclaimed  Fiber 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  submitted  in 
a  petition  filed  jointly  by  the  American 
Paper  and  Pulp  Association,  122  East 
Forty-second  Street,  New  York  17,  New 
York,  and  the  National  Paperboard  As¬ 
sociation,  80  East  Jackson  Boulevard, 
Chicago  4,  Illinois,  and  other  relevant 
material,  has  concluded  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  regulation  should  issue  in  conform¬ 
ance  with  section  409  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  with  re¬ 
spect  to  pulp  from  reclaimed  fiber  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and  paper- 
board  for  food  packaging.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  act 
(sec.  409(0(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)  (1) ) ,  and  under  the  authority  del¬ 
egated  to  him  by  the  Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare  (25  F.R.  8625), 
the  food  additive  regulations  (21  CFR 
Part  121)  are  amended  by  adding  to  Sub¬ 
part  F  the  following  new  section: 

§  121.2546  Pulp  from  reclaimed  fiber. 

(a)  Pulp  from  reclaimed  fiber  may  be 
safely  used  as  a  component  of  articles 
used  in  producing,  manufacturing,  pack¬ 
ing,  processing,  preparing,  treating, 
packaging,  transporting,  or  holding  food, 
subject  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section. 

(b)  Pulp  from  reclaimed  fiber  is  pre¬ 
pared  from  the  paper  and  paperboard 
products  described  in  subparagraphs  (1) 
and  (2)  of  this  paragraph,  by  repulping 
with  water  to  recover  the  fiber  with  the 
least  possible  amount  of  nonfibrous 
substances. 

(1)  Industrial  waste  from  the  manu¬ 
facture  of  paper  and  paperboard 
products. 

(2)  Salvage  from  used  paper  and 
paperboard  excluding  that  which  bears 
or  contains,  or  has  been  used  for  ship¬ 


ping  or  handling  any  poisonous  or  del¬ 
eterious  substance  which  may  have 
contaminated  the  paper  or  paperboard 
and  which  may  reasonably  be  expected 
to  be  retained  in  the  recovered  pulp. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  prior  to  the  thirtieth  day  from  the 
date  of  its  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  file  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare,  Room  5440,  330  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  writ¬ 
ten  objections  thereto.  Objections  shall 
show  wherein  the  person  filing  will  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  order  and 
specify  with  particularity  the  provisions 
of  the  order  deemed  objectionable  and 
the  grounds  for  the  objections.  If  a 
hearing  is  requested,  the  objections  must 
state  the  issues  for  the  hearing.  A  hear¬ 
ing  will  be  granted  if  the  objections 
are  supported  by  grounds  legally  suffi¬ 
cient  to  justify  the  relief  sought.  Ob¬ 
jections  may  be  accompanied  by  a  mem¬ 
orandum  or  brief  in  support  thereof. 
All  documents  shall  be  filed  in  quintu¬ 
plicate. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  62-6509;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 


Title  26-INTERNAL  REVENUE 

Chapter  I — Internal  Revenue  Service/ 
Department  of  the  Treasury 

[T.D.  No.  69] 

PART  151— REGULATORY  TAXES  ON 
NARCOTIC  DRUGS 

Exceptions  to  Use  of  Order  Forms 

Paragraph  (d)  of  §  151.211,  Part  151, 
Chapter  I  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations  is  amended  to  conform  to  the 
provisions  of  §§  151.421-151.428,  desig¬ 
nating  two  general  classes  of  exempt  nar¬ 
cotic  preparations.  Sections  151.421- 
151.428  were  issued  as  a  result  of  the 
amendment  of  section  4702  of  the  Inter¬ 
nal  Revenue  Code  of  1954  by  section 
4(c)  of  the  Narcotics  Manufacturing 
Act  of  1960. 

As  amended,  §  151.211(d)  reads  as 
follows: 

§  151.211  When  forms  not  required. 

The  use  of  order  forms  is  not  re¬ 
quired — 

•  *  *  •  •  * 

(d)  For  the  sale,  distribution,  giving 
away,  dispensing,  or  possession  of  ex¬ 
empt  narcotic  pharmaceutical  prepara¬ 
tions  designated  as  Class  “X”  or  Class 


“M”  and  listed  in  §  151.428,  providing  the 
conditions  of  exemption  set  forth  in 
§  151.424  and  §  151.425  are  met. 

Because  this  amendment  conforms 
§  151.211(d)  with  the  regulations  in 
§  151.421-151.428,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
it  is  unnecessary  to  issue  this  Treasury 
Decision  with  notice  and  public  proce¬ 
dure  thereon  under  section  4(a)  of  the 
Administrative  Procedure  Act,  approved 
June  11,  1946,  or  subject  to  the  effective 
date  limitation  of  section  4(c)  of  that 
Act. 

Effective  date.  This  Treasury  Deci¬ 
sion  shall  become  effective  upon  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(26  U.S.C.  4702  as  amended  by  sec.  4(c) ,  Pub. 
Law  86-429  (74  Stat.  58);  sec.  17,  Pub.  Law 
86-429  (74  Stat.  67)) 

[seal]  Henry  L.  Giordano, 

Acting  Commissioner  of  Narcotics. 

Approved:  June  26,  1962. 

James  A.  Reed 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

]F.R.  Doc.  62-6484;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:49  a.m.] 


Title  42— PUBLIC  HEALTH 

Chapter  I — Public  Health  Service,  De¬ 
partment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  D — GRANTS 

PART  57— GRANTS  FOR  CONSTRUC¬ 
TION  OF  RESEARCH  FACILITIES 

Related  Facilities 

The  following  amendment  to  the  reg¬ 
ulations  (implementing  amendments  to 
the  Public  Health  Service  Act)  relates 
exclusively  to  grants.  Accordingly,  no¬ 
tice  of  proposed  rule  making,  public  rule 
involving  procedures  and  postponement 
of  effective  date  have  been  omitted. 

1.  Amend  Section  57.1  by  adding  a  new 
Paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

(e)  “Research”  means  (1)  research 
or  (2)  research  and  activities  having  re¬ 
lated  purposes  (including  research  train¬ 
ing  and  the  use  for  medical  libraries  to 
the  extent  that  they  support  research 
and  research  training). 

2.  This  amendment  shall  be  effective 
immediately  upon  publication  in  the 
F^-^-ral  Register. 

(St  '*),  58  Stat.  690,  as  amended;  42  U.S.C. 
2ifl  *  erpret  or  apply  Sec.  709,  70  Stat. 
720,  4.  S.C.  292h) 

Dated:  June  20,  1962. 

[seal]  Luther  L.  Terry, 

Surgeon  General. 

Approved:  June  27,  1962. 

Abraham  Ribicoff, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6511;  Filed,  July  8,  1962; 
8:52  am.] 
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Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
SUBCHAPTER  L — MINERAL  LANDS 

{Circular  No.  2082] 

PART  191— GENERAL  REGULATIONS 
APPLICABLE  TO  MINERAL  PERMITS, 
LEASES,  AND  LICENSES 

PART  203— NATIVE  ASPHALT  SOLID 
AND  SEMISOLID  BITUMEN  AND 
BITUMINOUS  ROCK  LEASES 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

On  page  10808  of  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter  of  November  18,  1961,  there  was 
published  a  notice  and  text  of  a  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  of  Part  191  and  addi¬ 
tion  of  Part  203  of  Title  43,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations.  The  purpose  of 
this  amendment  and  addition  is  to  im¬ 
plement  the  provisions  of  section  7  of 
the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  Revision  of 
1960,  enacted  September  2,  1960,  Public 
Law  86-705  (74  Stat.  781;  30  U.S.C.  secs. 
181, 182, 184). 

Interested  persons  were  given  30  days 
within  which  to  submit  written  com¬ 
ments,  suggestions,  or  objections  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  revisions. 
Comments  received  were  carefully 
studied  and  the  proposed  regulations 
are  hereby  adopted  with  the  following 
change  and  are  set  forth  below. 

1.  The  last  sentence  of  paragraph  (a) 
of  §  203.2  is  deleted. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  at  the  beginning  of  the  30th  calen¬ 
dar  day  following  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Stewart  L.  Udall, 
Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

June  27,  1962. 

1.  Section  191.1  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  191.1  Purpose  of  the  leasing  arts. 

The  act  of  February  25,  1920  (41 
Stat.  437;  30  U.S.C.,  181  et  seq.),  as 
amended  and  supplemented,  including 
the  amendatory  act  of  August  8,  1946 
(60  Stat.  950;  30  U.S.C.,  sec.  181  et  seq.) 
and  the  act  of  September  2,  1960  (74 
Stat.  781;  30  U.S.C.,  sec.  181  et  seq.), 
the  act  of  February  7,  1927  (44  Stat. 
1057;  30  U.S.C.,  281-287)  and  the  act  of 
April  17,  1926  (44  Stat.  301;  30  U.S.C., 
271-276)  as  amended,  hereinafter  called 
“the  act”,  provide  for  the  leasing  of  oil 
and  gas,  coal,  potassium,  sodium,  phos¬ 
phate,  and  oil  shale,  native  asphalt,  solid 
and  semisolid  bitumen,  and  bituminous 
rock  including  oil-impregnated  rock  or 
sands  from  which  oil  is  recoverable  only 
by  special  treatment  after  the  deposit 
is  mined  or  quarried,  and  lands  contain¬ 
ing  such  deposits  owned  by  the  United 
States  in  the  public  domain  and  deposits 
of  sulphur  and  the  public  lands  contain¬ 
ing  such  deposits  in  the  States  of  Loui¬ 
siana  and  New  Mexico,  except  as  stated 
in  §  191.2. 


2.  A  new  Part  203  is  added  to  Title  43 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  to  read  as 
follows: 

General 

Sec. 

203.1  Statutory  authority. 

203.2  Application  for  lease. 

203.3  Rentals,  royalties  and  minimum 

royalties. 

203.4  Term  of  lease. 

203.5  Multiple  use  of  lands.  - 

203.6  Form  of  lease. 

203.7  Lease  bond. 

General 

§  203.1  Statutory  authority. 

The  Act  of  February  25,  1920  (41  Stat. 
437;  30  U.S.C. ,  sec.  181),  as  amended  by 
the  act  of  September  2,  1960  (74  Stat. 
781;  30  U.S.C.  secs.  181,  241)  provides 
for  the  leasing  of  native  asphalt,  solid 
and  semisolid  bitumen  and  bituminous 
rock  (including  oil  impregnated  rock  or 
sands  from  which  oil  is  recoverable  only 
by  special  treatment  after  the  deposit 
is  mined  or  quarried) . 

§  203.2  Application  for  lease. 

(a)  An  applicant  must  give  his  name 
and  address  and  citizenship  qualifica¬ 
tions  in  the  manner  prescribed  in  §  191.3 
of  this  chapter. 

(b)  Lands  included  in  an  application 
for  a  lease  must  be  described  in  the  same 
manner  as  specified  in  §  192.42a  of  this 
chapter.  No  more  than  7,680  acres  may 
be  acquired  or  held  under  lease  by  any 
person,  association  -or  corporation  in  any 
one  State  irrespective  of  the  number  of 
leases. 

(c)  Each  application  must  be  filed  in 
the  proper  land  office  as  set  forth  in 
§  192.42  of  this  chapter  and  must  be  ac¬ 
companied  by  a  filing  fee  of  $10  which 
will  not  be  returnable. 

(d)  All  leases  will  be  issued  through 
competitive  bidding  only  in  the  same 
manner  as  that  provided  for  in  §§  192.51 
to  192.53  of  this  chapter. 

§  203.3  Rentals,  royalties  and  minimum 
royalties. 

The  minimum  royalty  and  royalty 
rates  will  be  fixed  and  determined  prior 
to  the  offering  of  the  lands  for  lease 
and  the  issuance  of  the  lease  to  the  suc¬ 
cessful  bidder.  Such  rates  will  be  set 
out  in  the  notice  of  publication  inviting 
bids  and  will  be  determined  on  an  in¬ 
dividual  case  basis.  The  annual  rental 
will  be  50  cents  per  acre  or  fraction 
thereof  payable  annually  in  advance. 

§  203.4  Term  of  lease. 

All  leases  shall  be  for  a  term  of  10 
years  and  so  long  thereafter  as  the  lessee 
complies  with  the  terms  and  conditions 
of  the  lease. 

§  203.5  Multiple  use  of  lands. 

In  accordance  with,  and  in  further¬ 
ance  of  the  principle  of  the  multiple  use 
of  the  public  lands,  a  lease  for  the  min¬ 
eral  deposits  enumerated  in  this  Part 
may  be  issued,  notwithstanding  the  ex¬ 
istence  of  any  lease  covering  the  same 
lands  issued  under  any  other  provision 
of  the  act. 

§  203.6  Form  of  lease. 

The  form  of  lease  will  be  substantially 
the  same  as  that  set  forth  in  47  L.D.  426- 


429.  The  right  is  reserved  to  insert  in 
the  lease  such  other  terms  and  conditions 
as  may  be  deemed  necessary  for  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  surface  of  the  land,  its 
resources  and  any  other  lessees  of  the 
lands. 

§  203.7  Lease  bond. 

Prior  to  the  issuance  of  the  lease  and 
as  a  condition  therefor,  the  successful 
bidder  must  furnish  a  corporate  surety 
bond  in  an  amount  to  be  set  forth  in  the 
invitation,  to  bid.  The  right  is  reserved 
to  require  an  increase  of  the  amount 
of  the  bond  before  or  after  the  issuance 
of  the  lease  when  deemed  proper  by  the 
authorized  officer. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6482;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Title  47— TELECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS 

AND  RADIO  TREATY  MATTERS; 

GENERAL  RULES  AND  REGULA¬ 
TIONS 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

The  Commission  having  under  con¬ 
sideration  the  desirability  of  making 
certain  editorial  changes  in  §  2.601  of  its 
rules  and  regulations ;  and 

It  appearing,  that  the  amendments 
adopted  herein  are  editorial  in  nature, 
and,  therefore,  prior  publication  of  notice 
of  proposed  rule  making  under  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  is  unnecessary,  and  the 
amendments  may  become  effective  im¬ 
mediately;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that  the  amend¬ 
ments  adopted  herein  are  issued  pursu¬ 
ant  to  authority  contained  in  sections 
4(i),  (5)  (d)(1)  and  303(r)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended, 
and  section  0.341(a)  of  the  Commission’s 
Statement  of  Organization,  Delegations 
of  Authority  and  Other  Information; 

It  is  ordered,  This  29th  day  of  June 
1962,  that,  effective  July  1,  1962,  §  2.601 
is  amended  as  set  forth  below. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1086,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  sec.  303,  48  Stat.  1082. 
as  amended;  sec.  5,  66  Stat.  713;  47  U.S.C. 
303,  155) 

Released:  June  29,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

I  seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

1.  Section  2.601  is  amended  to  change 
the  parenthetical  statement  following 
the  title  to  read:  “Corrected  to  July  1, 
1962.  The  Commission  does  not  distrib¬ 
ute  copies  of  these  documents.  Inquiry 
may  be  made  to  the  U.S.  Government 
Printing  Office  concerning  availability 
for  purchase.” 

2.  Paragraph  (a)  is  amended  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

a.  The  following  entries  are  deleted 
in  their  entirety: 


6330 

1951  2  UST  (2)  2500  Agreement  between _ 

TIAS  2366 

1952  3  UST  (4)  4823  Amendment  to  ____ 
TIAS  2654 

b.  “TIAS  4892”  is  added  to  line  2  of  the 

“Citations”  column  of  the  entry  for 
“1959  International  Telecommunication 
Convention _ ” 

c.  “TIAS  4893”  is  added  to  line  2  of  the 

“Citations”  column  of  the  entry  for  “1959 
International  Radio  Regulations - ” 

d.  “TIAS  4888”  is  added  to  line  2  of  the 

“Citations”  column  of  the  entry  for  “1961 
Agreement  between  the  United  States 
and  Bolivia _ " 

e.  The  following  entries  are  added  in 
chronological  sequence: 

1962  _  Agreement  between  the 

TIAS  5043  United  States  and 

Mexico  concerning  the 
Allocation  and  Use  of 
VHP  Television  Chan¬ 
nels  along  the  United 
States-Mexlcan  Border. 
Effected  by  exchange  of 
notes  signed  at  Mexico, 
Apr.  18,  1962.  Entered 
into  force  Apr.  18,  1962. 

1962  _  Agreement  between  the 

TIAS  5001  United  States  and  El 

Salvador  concerning 
Radio  Communications 
between  Amateur  Sta¬ 
tions  on  Behalf  of  Third 
Parties.  Effected  by  ex¬ 
change  of  notes  signed 
at  El  Salvador,  Apr.  5, 
1962.  Entered  into  force 
May  5,  1962. 

3.  Paragraph  (d)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following  entry  in  chronological 
sequence': 

1962  _  ICAO  Communications  Di¬ 

vision,  Seventh  Session, 
Montreal.1 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6520;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  14002,  RM-215;  FCC  62-690] 

PART  3— radio  broadcast 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 

Broadcast  Stations,  Albany,  New 

York 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  released  in  this  proceeding 
March  17,  1961  (FCC  61-362),  inviting 
comments  on  the  proposal  of  the  Board 
of  Regents  of  the  University  of  the  State 
of  New  York  to  reserve  Channel  23  at 
Albany,  New  York,  for  noncommercial 
educational  use. 

2.  Section  3.606  of  the  rules  presently 
assigns  Channels  6,  13,  *17+,  23—,  35, 
and  41  to  the  Albany-Schenectady-Troy 
area.  WRGB  operates  on  Channel  6; 
Van  Curler  Broadcasting  Corporation 
operates  WAST  on  Channel  13  and  a 
satellite  in  Albany  on  Channel  35. 
WTEN,  Channel  10,  Vail  Mills,  also 
serves  the  Albany-Schenectady-Troy 
area  and  operates  a  satellite  on  Channel 
41  at  Albany.  The  Mohawk-Hudson 
Council  on  Educational  Television,  Inc., 
is  operating  on  Channel  17  at  Schenec¬ 
tady.  A  construction  permit  for  this 
channel  had  been  relinquished  by  the 
Board  of  Regents  of  the  University  of 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

New  York  to  afford  the  Mohawk-Hudson 
Council  an  opportunity  to  apply  for  it. 

3.  In  its  notice  of  proposed  rule  mak¬ 
ing,  the  Commission  invited  comments 
on  whether  the  reservation  of  a  second 
UHF  channel  in  Albany  for  noncom¬ 
mercial  educational  use  would  encourage 
the  early  institution  of  educational  tele¬ 
vision  in  the  Albany  area  and  through¬ 
out  New  York  State  and  whether  such 
a  reservation  would  be  in  the  public 
interest. 

4.  Petitioner  filed  a  statement  in  sup¬ 
port  of  the  proposal.  Van  Curler  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation,  the  licensee  of 
WAST,  Channel  13,  opposed  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

5.  In  its  supporting  statement,  the 
Board  of  Regents  repeated  its  intention 
that  as  soon  as  financial  resources  are 
provided  by  the  Legislature  of  the  State 
of  New  York,  it  would  provide  educa¬ 
tional  television  service  to  all  the  people 
of  New  York  State.  The  Board  stated 
legislation  has  now  been  approved  pro¬ 
viding  $1,050,000  for  educational  tele¬ 
vision  in  New  York  State. 

6.  In  its  opposition.  Van  Curler  Broad¬ 
casting  argued  as  follows:  it  had  oper¬ 
ated  on  Channel  35  in  Albany  until  1955 
when  it  changed  its  operation  to  Chan¬ 
nel  13  but  had  to  locate  its  transmitter 
40  miles  from  downtown  Albany  because 
of  co-channel  spacing  requirements;  it 
operates  Channel  35  on  Bald  Mountain 
as  a  satellite  because  its  signal  is  unable 
effectively  to  provide  adequate  service 
to  some  portions  of  Albany;  despite  the 
satellite  operation  Van  Curler  is  still  not 
in  a  position  to  compete  with  Capital 
Cities  Broadcasting  Corporation  (Chan¬ 
nel  10,  Vail  Mills)  because  of  the  in¬ 
creased  coverage  which  Capital  Cities 
enjoys  by  reason  of  its  satellite  operation 
on  Mt.  Greylock  ;•  Van  Curler  could  be¬ 
come  competitive  with  Capital  Cities  if 
it  operated  on  Channel  35  from  Mt. 
Greylock  and  used  Channel  23  on  Bald 
Mountain;  if  Channel  23  is  reserved  for 
educational  use,  the  only  channel  by 
which  Van  Curler  could  establish  service 
on  a  parity  with  its  competitors  in  the 
area  would  be  lost.  Van  Curler  further 
points  out  that  the  Board  of  Regents 
can  apply  for  Channel  23  even  though 
it  is  not  reserved  for  noncommercial 
educational  use  and  that  the  Board  held 
a  construction  permit  for  Channel  17  in 
Albany  from  1952  until  1960  and  that  it 
has  six  construction  permits  for  other 
channels  in  New  York,  upon  which  no 
construction  has  been  started. 

7.  The  Commission  is  aware  of  the 
substantial  benefits  which  noncommer¬ 
cial  educational  services  can  bring  to 
large  populations  and  believes  it  desira¬ 
ble  to  encourage  means  by  which  the 
opportunities  for  the  provision  of  such 
services  may  be  enhanced.  We  do  not 
question  the  intention  of  the  State  Board 
of  Regents  to  proceed  with  the  construc¬ 
tion  and  operation  of  educational  sta¬ 
tions  when  funds  are  provided.  The 
appropriation  of  $1,050,000  is  indicative 
of  the  continuing  interest  of  the  State 
of  New  York  in  educational  television 
and  the  Commission  is  desirous  of  en¬ 
couraging  the  establishment  of  a  state¬ 
wide  system  there.  Albany  is  the  capital 
of  the  State  and  would  be  significant  in 


any  statewide  system.  It  is  hoped  that 
the  reservation  of  a  second  channel 
there  for  which  the  State  Board  of  Re¬ 
gents  can  apply  will  lend  impetus  to 
construction  of  such  a  system. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is  or¬ 
dered,  That  effective  August  10, 1962,  the 
Table  of  Assignments  contained  in  §  3.606 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions  is  amended  insofar  as  the  commu¬ 
nities  named  are  concerned,  to  read  as 
follows: 

City  Channel  No. 

Albany-Schenectady-  6,  13,  *17+,  *23  —  , 
Troy,  N.Y.  35.  41. 

9.  Authority  for  the  amendment  or¬ 
dered  herein  is  contained  in  sections 
4(i)  and  303  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended. 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interprets  or  applies  sec.  303,  48  Stat. 
1082,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  303) 

Adopted:  June  27,  1962. 

Released:  June  29,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6521;  Filed.  July  3,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  14495,  RM-295;  FCC  62-689] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Table  of  Assignments,  Television 
Broadcast  Stations,  Elmira,  New 
York 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  its  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule 
Making  released  January  18,  1962  (FCC 
62-92),  proposing  that  Channel  30,  now 
assigned  to  Elmira,  New  York,  be  (1) 
reserved  for  noncommercial  educational 
use  and  (2)  reassigned  to  Corning- 
Elmira,  New  York. 

The  Question  of  Reservation  for 
Education 

2.  At  the  present  time,  the  Corning- 
Elmira  area  has  no  educational  reserva¬ 
tion.  Corning,  with  a  1960  population  of 
17,085,  has  no  television  channel  specifi¬ 
cally  assigned  to  it,  although  Elmira 
channels  are  available  to  Corning  appli¬ 
cants  under  §  3.607(b)  of  the  rules. 
Elmira,  with  a  1960  population  of  46,517, 
has  three  UHF  channels  assigned  to  it 
(18,  24,  and  30).  Of  these,  Station 
WSYE-TV  operates  on  Channel  18,  and 
the  Commission  has  proposed  that  Chan¬ 
nel  24  be  deleted  from  Elmira  and  as¬ 
signed  to  Binghamton,  New  York,  as  part 
of  the  Binghamton  deintermixture  pro¬ 
ceeding  (see  Docket  No.  14243,  FCC 
61-1009,  released  August  3,  1961).  No 
authorization  is  outstanding  nor  is  any 
application  pending  for  Channels  24  or 
30.  An  engineering  survey  conducted 
for  the  Gannett  Company,  which  earlier 
indicated  an  interest  in  this  proceeding, 
discloses  that  it  may  be  possible  to  assign 
another  UHF  channel  to  the  Elmira  area. 

3.  Letters  concerning  the  reservation 
of  Channel  30  as  an  educational  tele¬ 
vision  station  were  received  from  the 
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President  of  the  Executive  Council  for 
the  Teachers’  Association  of  Corning, 
New  York,  and  the  Director  of  the  Col¬ 
lege  Center  of  the  Finger  Lakes.  A  reply 
comment  was  filed  by  the  Coming  City 
School  District. 

4.  All  of  the  statements  received  con¬ 
cerning  the  reservation  of  Channel  30 
for  educational  use  supported  the  peti¬ 
tioner’s  proposal.  The  Commission  is 
advised  that  the  Corning  City  School 
District,  using  its  own  funds  and  those 
of  the  New  York  State  Education  De¬ 
partment,  has  commissioned  an  engi¬ 
neering  study  of  the  transmission 
requirements  for  educational  television 
in  the  area.  This  study  is  now  complete. 
Much  public  relations  work  apparently 
has  been  done  to  prepare  the  area  for 
educational  television.  The  Corning 
City  School  District  asserts  that  careful 
plans  are  now  underway  for  the  early 
activation  of  the  station  once  the  chan¬ 
nel  is  reserved.  The  statements  received 
suggested  that  an  ETV  station  would 
benefit  education  from  pre-school 
through  high  school  and  adult  education 
through  college  in  the  Corning-Elmira 
area.  Furthermore,  the  fact  that  this 
area  is  continuing  its  educational  efforts 
by  applying  for  the  reservation  of  Chan¬ 
nel  30,  notwithstanding  the  fact  that  an 
earlier  proposal  in  1960  directed  to  the 
reservation  of  Channel  9  was  unsuccess¬ 


ful,  is  indicative  of  the  sustained  inter¬ 
est,  enthusiasm,  and  audience  so 
necessary  for  the  successful  operation 
of  an  educational  station. 

The  Question  of  Hyphenation  for 
Corning-Elmira 

5.  The  petitioner  apparently  relies 
upon  educational  television  interest  in 
both  Corning  and  Elmira  to  support  its 
request  for  hyphenation  of  the  channel 
assignment.  None  of  the  comments  or 
reply  comments  was  directed  specifically 
to  the  question  of  hyphenation.  Under 
§  3.607(b),  however,  Channel  30  can 
presently  be  used  at  either  Elmira  or 
Coming  in  that  Corning  is  less  than  15 
miles  distant  from  Elmira.  It  should  be 
noted,  too,  that  any  licensee  must  nor¬ 
mally,  even  though  using  a  hyphenated 
assignment,  identify  its  station’s  loca¬ 
tion  at  the  specific  community  of  its 
origin.  Any  station  after  making  proper 
identification  may,  without  special  per¬ 
mission  from  the  Commission,  recite  the 
names  of  the  communities  it  serves. 
Furthermore,  any  licensee  may  petition 
the  Commission  for  a  waiver  of  §  3.652 
(a)  of  the  rules  to  permit  the  licensee  to 
identify  its  station  with  any  communities 
receiving  a  principal  city  signal. 

6.  In  view  of  the  foregoing,  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  the  adoption  of  the 


proposal  to  reserve  Channel  30  in  Elmira 
for  noncommercial  educational  use  is  in 
the  public  interest,  but  that  the  hyphen¬ 
ated  reassignment  of  Channel  30  to 
Corning-Elmira  is  not  advisable  at  this 
time. 

7.  Authority  for  the  amendment 
adopted  herein  is  contained  in  sections 
4  (i)  and  (j),  303,  and  307(b)  of  the 
Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

8.  In  view  of  the  foregoing:  It  is 
ordered.  That  effective  August  10,  1962, 
the  Table  of  Assignments  contained  in 
§  3.606  of  the  Commission  rules  and 
regulations  is  amended,  with  respect  to 
the  community  named,  to  read  as 
follows: 

City  Channel  No. 

Elmira,  N.Y _ 18 +,  24  —  ,  *30 

(Sec.  4,  48  Stat.  1066,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C. 
154.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  303,  307,  48  Stat. 
1082,  1083;  47  U.S.C.  303,  307.) 

Adopted:  June  27, 1962. 

Released:  June  29, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 
f  seal  1  Ben  F.  Waple, 

•  Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6522;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  29  1 
TOBACCO  INSPECTION 
Standards 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  promulgation,  as  hereinafter 
proposed,  of  Official  Standard  Grades  for 
Connecticut  Valley  Cigar-binder  To¬ 
bacco,  U.S.  Types  51  and  52,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  The  Tobacco 
Inspection  Act  (49  Stat.  731;  7  U.S.C. 
511  et  seq.). 

Statement  of  considerations  leading  to 
the  proposed  publication.  Twelve  years 
ago  trial  standards  were  established  for 
Type  51  Sorted  and  Unsorted  Broad- 
leaf  and  Type  52  Unsorted  Havana  Seed 
tobaccos,  treating  each  as  a  separate 
type.  Subsequently  these  standards 
were  amended  to  meet  conditions 
brought  about  by  cultural  and  marketing 
changes. 

Several  years  ago  marketing  and  usage 
trends  for  cigar  tobaccos  prompted  in¬ 
spection  personnel  and  cooperative  and 
industry  representatives  to  request  fur¬ 
ther  changes  in  the  tentative  standard 
grades  for  both  types.  In  April  1959  an 
amendment  to  the  Type  51  standards 
eliminated  the  21  grades  for  sorted  to¬ 
bacco  and  reduced  from  13  to  9  the 
grades  for  unsorted  tobacco.  At  the 
same  time  a  similar  amendment  to  the 
Type  52  standards  reduced  the  13  un¬ 
sorted  grades  to  9.  These  amendments 
constitute  the  present  tentative  stand¬ 
ards  which  employ  identical  composi¬ 
tion.  The  proposed  official  standards 
would  retain  the  format  and  grade 
structure  but  would  consolidate  the  two 
sets  of  grades. 

The  present  tentative  standards  have 
favorably  undergone  a  three-year  period 
of  inspection  and  grade  application. 
This  would  indicate  that  the  proposed 
standards,  incorporating  the  slight 
changes  enumerated  below,  are  ready  to 
be  made  official. 

Notwithstanding  the  successful  period 
of  application,  informal  discussions  were 
held  with  Connecticut  Valley  tobacco 
growers  and  inspectors  as  well  as  co¬ 
operative  and  industry  representatives 
to  request  their  views  of  these  tentative 
standards.  Subsequently  a  preliminary 
draft  was  prepared  and  submitted  to 
these  groups  for  further  comment.  As  a 
result  of  suggestions  received,  these  pro¬ 
posed  standards  incorporate  slight 
changes  to  reflect  area  terminology. 

In  addition  to  the  proposal  to  con¬ 
solidate  the  Type  51  and  52  standards, 
make  them  official,  and  incorporate  area 
terminology,  other  changes  would  (1) 
add  two  definitions  to  clarify  present 
terminology;  (2)  delete  eleven  defini¬ 
tions,  seven  of  which  describe  elements 
of  quality  that  the  past  three  years  of 

6332 


application  would  indicate  as  unessen¬ 
tial  to  uniform  grading;  (3)  delete  these 
seven  terms  from  the  elements  of  quality 
chart  and  the  grade  specifications;  (4) 
adopt  the  use  of  three  terms  to  describe 
the  degrees  comprising  the  range  of  each 
element  of  quality;  (5)  add  two  rules 
to  cover  the  tolerances  of  crude  and 
frozen;  and  (6)  delete  the  third  factor 
“M”  from  the  grademarks  to  provide 
more  uniformity  with  respect  to  other 
unsorted  cigar  types.  This  letter  sym¬ 
bolizes  unsorted  and  its  use  was  adopted 
when  Type  51  tobacco  was  offered  for 
sale  in  either  sorted  or  unsorted  lots. 
Although  the  grades  for  sorted  tobacco 
were  deleted  in  1959,  the  “M”  symbol 
was  retained  during  the  past  three-year 
transitory  period  of  these  standards. 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  these 
proposed  official  standard  grades  should 
file  the  same  with  the  Director,  Tobacco 
Division,  Agricultural  Marketing  Serv¬ 
ice,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not  later 
than  30  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  proposal  is  as  follows : 

1.  Insert  in  Subpart  C  of  Part  29  im¬ 
mediately  after  §  29.3407  the  following: 

Official  Standard  Grades  for  Connecti¬ 
cut  Valley  Cigar-Binder  Tobacco 
(U.S.  Types  51  and  52) 

DEFINITIONS 

Sec. 

29.5501  Definitions. 

29.5502  Air-cured.- 

29.5503  Body. 

29.5504  Burn. 

29.5505  Case  (order). 

29.5506  Class. 

29.5507  Clean. 

29.5508  Condition. 

29.5509  Crude. 

29.5510  Cured. 

29.5511  Damage. 

29.5512  Dirty. 

29.5513  Elasticity. 

29.5514  Elements  of  quality. 

29.5515  Foreign  matter. 

29.5516  Form. 

29.5517  General  quality. 

29.5518  Grade. 

29.5519  Grademark. 

29.5520  Group. 

29.5521  Injury. 

29.5522  Leaf  scrap. 

29.5523  Leaf  structure. 

29.5524  Length. 

29.5525  Lot. 

29.5526  Maturity. 

29.5527  Nested. 

29.5528  No  Grade. 

29.5529  Off  type. 

29.5530  Package. 

29.5531:  Packing. 

29.5532  Quality. 

29.5533  Raw. 

29.5534  Semicured. 

29.5535  Side. 

29.5536  Sound. 

29.5537  Stem. 

29.5538  Stemmed. 

29.5539  Stem  rot. 

29.5540  Strength  (tensile). 


Sec. 

29.5541  Strips. 

29.5542  Sweated. 

29.5543  Tobacco. 

29.5544  Tobacco  products. 

29.5545  Type. 

29.5546  Type  51. 

29.5547  Type  62. 

29.5548  Undried. 

29.5549  Uniformity. 

29.5550  Unstemmed. 

29.5551  Unsweated. 

29.5552  Wet  (high-case) . 

29.5553  Width. 

ELEMENTS  OF  QUALITY 

29.5581  Elements  of  quality  and  degrees  of 
each  element. 

rules  • 

29.5586  Rules. 

29.5587  Rule  1. 

29.5588  Rule  2. 

29.5589  Rule  3. 

29.5590  Rule  4. 

29.5591  Rule  5. 

29.5592  Rule  6. 

29.5593  Rule  7. 

29.5594  Rule  8. 

29.5595  Rule  9. 

29.5596  Rule  10. 

29.5597  Rule  11. 

29.5598  Rule  12. 

29.5599  Rule  13. 

29.5600  Rule  14. 

29.5601  Rule  15. 

29.5602  Rule  16. 

29.5603  Rule  17. 

29.5604  Rule  18. 

GRADES 

29.5626  Binder  (B  Group) . 

29.5627  Nonbinder  (X  Group). 

29.5628  Nondescript  (N  Group) . 

29.5629  Scrap  (S  Group). 

SUMMARY  OF  STANDARD  GRADES 

29.5651  Summary  of  standard  grades. 

KEY  TO  STANDARD  GRADEMARKS 

29.5656  Key  to  standard  grademarks. 

DEFINITIONS 

§  29.5501  Definitions. 

As  used  in  these  standards,  the 
words  and  phrases  hereinafter  defined 
shall  have  the  indicated  meanings  so 
assigned. 

§  29.5502  Air-cured. 

Tobacco  cured  under  natural  atmos¬ 
pheric  conditions.  Artificial  heat  some¬ 
times  is  used  to  control  excess  humidity 
during  the  curing  period  to  prevent  pole- 
sweat,  pole-burn,  and  shed-burn  in  damp 
weather.  Air-cured  tobacco  should  not 
carry  the  odor  of  smoke  or  fumes  result¬ 
ing  from  the  application  of  artificial 
heat. 

§  29.5503  Body. 

The  thickness  and  density  of  a  leaf 
or  the  weight  per  unit  of  surface..  (See 
chart.) 

§  29.5504  Burn. 

The  duration  of  combustion  or  length 
of  time  that  a  tobacco  leaf  will  hold  fire 
after  ignition.  (See  rule  18.) 
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§  29.5505  Case  (order). 

The  state  of  tobacco  with  respect  to 
its  moisture  content. 

§  29.5506  Class. 

A  major  division  of  tobacco  based  on 
method  of  cure  or  principal  usage. 

§  29.5507  Clean. 

Tobacco  is  described  as  clean  when  it 
contains  only  a  normal  amount  of  sand 
or  soil  particles.  Leaves  grown  on  the 
lower  portion  of  the  stalk  normally  con¬ 
tain  more  sand  or  dirt  than  those  from 
higher  stalk  positions.  (See  rule  4.) 

§  29.5508  Condition. 

The  state  of  tobacco  which  results 
from  the  method  of  preparation  or  from 
the  degree  of  fermentation.  Words  used 
to  describe  the  condition  of  tobacco  are : 
Undried,  air-dried,  steam-dried,  sweat¬ 
ing,  sweated,  and  aged. 

§  29.5509  Crude. 

A  subdegree  of  maturity.  (See  rule 
15.) 

§  29.5510  Cured. 

Tobacco  dried  of  its  sap  by  either 
natural  or  artificial  processes. 

§  29.5511  Damage. 

The  effect  of  mold,  must,  rot,  black 
rot,  or  other  fungus  or  bacterial  diseases 
which  attack  tobacco  in  its  cured  state. 
Tobacco  having  the  odor  of  mold,  must, 
or  rot  is  considered  damaged.  (See  rule 
17.) 

§  29.5512  Dirty. 

The  state  of  tobacco  containing  an 
abnormal  amount  of  dirt  or  sand,  or 
tobacco  to  which  additional  quantities 
of  dirt  or  sand  have  been  added.  (See 
rule  17.) 

§  29.5513  Elasticity. 

The  flexible,  springy  nature  of  the 
tobacco  leaf  to  recover  approximately  its 
original  size  and  shape  after  it  has  been 
stretched.  (See  chart.) 

§  29.5514  Elements  of  quality. 

Physical  characteristics  used  to  deter¬ 
mine  the  quality  of  tobacco.  Words 
selected  to  describe  degrees  within  each 
element  are  shown  in  the  chart  in 
§  29.5581. 

§  29.5515  Foreign  matter. 

Any  extraneous  substance  or  material 
such  as  stalks,  suckers,  straw,  strings, 
and  rubber  bands.  (See  rule  17.) 

§  29.5516  Form. 

The  state  of  preparation  of  tobacco 
such  as  stemmed  or  unstemmed. 

§  29.5517  General  quality. 

The  quality  of  tobacco  considered  in 
relation  to  the  type  as  a  whole.  General 
quality  is  distinguished  from  the  re¬ 
stricted  use  of  the  term  “quality”  within 
a  group. 

§  29.5518  Grade. 

A  subdivision  of  a  type  according  to 
group  and  quality  and  to  other  charac¬ 
teristics  when  they  are  of  sufficient  im¬ 
portance  to  be  treated  separately. 
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§  29.5519  Grademark. 

In  Types  51  and  52  a  grademark 
normally  consists  of  a  letter  to  indicate 
group  and  a  number  to  indicate  quality. 
For  example,  B2  means  Binder,  good 
quality. 

§  29.5520  Group. 

A  type  division  consisting  of  one  or 
more  grades  based  on  the  general  quality 
of  tobacco.  Groups  in  Types  51  and  52 
are:  Binder  (B),  Nonbinder  (X),  Non¬ 
descript  (N),  and  Scrap  (S). 

§  29.5521  Injury. 

Hurt  or  impairment  from  any  cause 
except  the  fungus  or  bacterial  diseases 
which  attack  tobacco  in  its  cured  state. 
(See  definition  of  Damage.)  Injury  to 
tobacco  may  be  caused  by  field  diseases, 
insects,  or  weather  conditions;  insecti¬ 
cides,  fungicides,  or  cell  growth  inhibi¬ 
tors;  nutritional  deficiencies  or  excesses; 
or  improper  fertilization,  harvesting, 
curing,  or  handling.  Injured  tobacco 
includes  dead,  burnt,  hail-cut,  torn, 
broken,  frostbitten,  frozen  (see  rule  16), 
sunburned,  sunscalded,  bulk-burnt,  pole- 
burnt,  shed-burnt,  pole-sweated,  stem 
rotted,  bleached,  bruised,  discolored,  or 
deformed  leaves;  or  tobacco  affected  by 
wildfire,  rust,  frogeye,  mosaic,  root  rot, 
wilt,  black  shank,  or  other  diseases.  (See 
rule  13.) 

§  29.5522  Leaf  scrap. 

A  byproduct  of  unstemmed  tobacco. 
Leaf  scrap  results  from  handling  un¬ 
stemmed  tobacco  and  consists  of  loose 
and  tangled  whole  or  broken  leaves. 

§  29.5523  Leaf  structure. 

The  cell  development  of  a  leaf  as  in¬ 
dicated  by  its  porosity.  The  degrees 
range  from  close  (slick  and  tight)  to 
open  (porous).  (See  chart.) 

§  29.5524  Length. 

The  linear  measurement  of  cured  to¬ 
bacco  leaves  from  the  butt  of  the  midrib 
to  the  extreme  tip. 

§  29.5525  Lot. 

A  pile,  basket,  bulk,  package,  or  other 
definite  unit. 

§  29.5526  Maturity. 

The  degree  of  ripeness.  (See  chart.) 
§  29.5527  Nested. 

Any  tobacco  which  has  been  loaded, 
packed,  or  arranged  to  conceal  foreign 
matter  or  tobacco  of  inferior  grade,  qual¬ 
ity,  or  condition.  Nested  includes  any 
lot  of  tobacco  which  contains  foreign 
matter  or  damaged,  injured,  tangled,  or 
other  inferior  tobacco,  any  of  which  can¬ 
not  be  readily  detected  upon  inspection 
because  of  the  way  the  lot  is  packed  or 
arranged.  (See  rule  17.) 

§  29.5528  No  Grade. 

A  designation  applied  to  a  lot  of  to- 
bacc<i  classified  as  damaged,  dirty, 
nested,  offtype,  semicured,  or  wet;  to¬ 
bacco  that  is  improperly  packed,  con¬ 
tains  foreign  matter,  or  has  an  odor  for¬ 
eign  to  the  type.  (See  rules  5  and  17.) 


§  29.5529  Offtype. 

Tobacco  of  distinctly  different  charac¬ 
teristics  which  cannot  be  classified  as 
Type  51  or  52.  (See  rule  17.) 

§  29.5530  Package. 

A  hogshead,  tierce,  case,  bale,  or  other 
securely  enclosed  parcel  or  bundle. 

§  29.553 1  Packing. 

A  lot  of  tobacco  consisting  of  a  number 
of  packages  submitted  as  one  definite 
unit  for  sampling  or  inspection.  It  is 
represented  to  contain  the  same  kind  of 
tobacco  and  has  a  common  identification 
number  or  mark  on  each  package. 

§  29.5532  Quality. 

A  division  of  a  group  or  the  second 
factor  of  a  grade,  based  upon  the  relative 
degree  of  one  or  more  of  the  elements  of 
quality. 

§  29.5533  Raw. 

Tobacco  as  it  appears  between  the  time 
of  harvesting  and  the  beginning  of  the 
curing  process. 

§  29.5534  Semicured. 

Tobacco  in  the  process  of  being  cured 
or  which  is  partially  but  not  thoroughly 
cured.  Semicured  includes  tobacco 
which  contains  fat  stems,  wet  butts,  swell 
stems,  and  tobacco  having  frozen  stems 
or  stems  that  have  not  been  thoroughly 
dried  in  the  curing  process.  (See  defini¬ 
tion  of  No  Grade  and  rule  17.) 

§  29.5535  Side. 

A  certain  phase  of  quality  as  con¬ 
trasted  with  some  other  phase  of  quality, 
or  any  peculiar  characteristic  of  tobacco. 

§  29.5536  Sound. 

Free  of  damage.  (See  rule  4.) 

§  29.5537  Stem. 

The  midrib  or  large  central  vein  of  a 
tobacco  leaf. 

§  29.5538  Stemmed. 

A  form  of  tobacco,  including  strips 
and  strip  scrap,  from  which  the  stems 
or  midribs  have  been  removed. 

§  29.5539  Stem  rot. 

The  deterioration  of  an  uncured  or 
frozen  stem  resulting  from  bacterial  ac¬ 
tion.  Although  stem  rot  results  from 
bacterial  action,  it  is  inactive  in  cured 
tobacco  and  is  treated  as  a  kind  of  in¬ 
jury  in  Types  51  and  52.  (See  rule  14.) 

§  29.5540  Strength  (tensile). 

The  stress  a  tobacco  leaf  can  bear 
without  tearing.  (See  chart.) 

§  29.5541  Strips. 

The  sides  of  tobacco  leaves  from  which 
the  stems  have  been  removed  or  a  lot  of 
tobacco  composed  of  strips.  - 

§  29.5542  Sweated. 

The  condition  of  tobacco  which  has 
passed  through  one  or  more  fermenta¬ 
tions  natural  to  tobacco  packed  with  a 
normal  percentage  of  moisture.  This 
condition  sometimes  is  described  as  aged. 

§  29.5543  Tobacco. 

Tobacco  in  its  unmanufactured  forms 
as  it  appears  between  the  time  it  is  cured 
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and  stripped  from  the  stalk,  or  primed 
and  cured,  and  the  time  it  enters  a  man¬ 
ufacturing  process.  Conditioning,  sweat¬ 
ing,  and  stemming  are  not  regarded  as 
manufacturing  processes. 

§  29.5544  Tobacco  products. 

Manufactured  tobacco,  including  cig¬ 
arettes,  cigars,  smoking  tobacco,  chew¬ 
ing  tobacco,  and  snuff,  which  is  subject 
to  Internal  Revenue  tax. 

§  29.5545  Type. 

A  division  of  a  class  of  tobacco  having 
certain  common  characteristics  and 
closely  related  grades.  Tobacco  which 
has  the  same  characteristics  and  cor¬ 
responding  qualities,  colors,  and  lengths 
is  classified  as  one  type,  regardless  of 
any  factors  of  historical  or  geographical 
nature  which  cannot  be  determined  by 
an  examination  of  the  tobacco. 

§  29.5546  Type  51. 

That  type  of  cigar -leaf  tobacco  com¬ 
monly  known  as  Connecticut  Valley 
Broadleaf  or  Connecticut  Broadleaf ,  pro¬ 
duced  principally  in  the  Connecticut 
River  Valley. 

§29.5547  Type  52. 

That  type  of  cigar-leaf  tobacco  com¬ 
monly  known  as  Connecticut  Valley 
Havana  Seed  or  Havana  Seed  of  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Massachusetts,  produced 
principally  in  the  Connecticut  River 
Valley. 

§  29.5548  Undried. 

The  condition  of  unfermented  tobacco 
which  has  not  been  air-dried  or  steam- 
dried. 

§  29.5549  Uniformity. 

A  grade  requirement  designating  the 
percentage  of  a  lot  which  must  meet  the 
specified  degree  of  each  element  of  qual¬ 
ity.  (See  rule  12.) 

§  29.5550  Unstemmed. 

A  form  of  tobacco,  including  whole 
leaf  and  leaf  scrap,  from  which  the 
stems  or  midribs  have  not  been  removed. 

§  29.5551  Unsweated. 

The  condition  of  cured  tobacco  which 
has  not  been  sweated. 

§  29.5552  Wet  (high-case). 

Any  sound  tobacco  containing  exces¬ 
sive  moisture  to  the  extent  that  it  is  in 
an  unsafe  or  doubtful-keeping  order. 
Wet  applies  to  any  tobacco  which  is  not 
damaged  but  which  is  likely  to  damage 
if  treated  in  the  customary  manner. 
(See  Rule  17.) 

§  29.5553  W  idth. 

The  relative  breadth  of  a  tobacco  leaf 
expressed  in  relation  to  its  length.  (See 
chart.) 

elements  of  quality 

§  29.5581  Elements  of  quality  and  de¬ 
grees  of  each  element. 

These  standardized  words  or  terms 
are  used  to  describe  tobacco  quality  and 
to  assist  in  interpreting  grade  specifica¬ 
tions.  Tobacco  attributes  or  character¬ 
istics  which  constitute  quality  are  desig¬ 
nated  as  elements  of  quality.  The  range 


within  each  element  is  expressed  by  the 
use  of  words  or  terms  designated  as  de¬ 
grees.  These  degrees  are  arranged  to 
show  their  relative  value,  but  the  actual 


RULES 

§  29.5586  Rules. 

The  application  of  these  official  stand¬ 
ard  grades  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  following  rules.  * 

§29.5587  Rule  1. 

Each  grade  shall  be  treated  as  a  sub¬ 
division  of  a  particular  type.  When  the 
grade  is  stated  in  an  inspection  certifi¬ 
cate,  the  type  also  shall  be  stated. 

§  29.5588  Rule  2. 

The  determination  of  a  grade  shall  be 
based  upon  a  representative  sample  or  a 
thorough  examination  of  a  packing  of 
tobacco. 

§  29.5589  Rule  3. 

The  grade  of  unsorted  tobacco  shall 
be  based  upon  a  representative  sample 
of  the  packing.  A  minimum  of  10  per¬ 
cent  of  the  bundles  or  bales  shall  be 
selected  at  random  for  sampling;  a 
higher  percentage  may  be  sampled  at 
the  discretion  of  the  inspector.  To  ob¬ 
tain  the  sample,  a  sufficient  amount  of 
tobacco  shall  be  drawn  to  be  representa¬ 
tive  of  each  selected  bale.  In  determin¬ 
ing  the  grade,  the  inspector  shall  con¬ 
sider  the  quality  of  all  samples.  The 
grade  assigned  shall  represent  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  lot  as  a  whole. 

§  29.5590  Rule  4. 

Standard  grades  shall  be  applied  to 
clean  and  sound  tobacco  only. 

§  29.5591  Rule  5. 

Tobacco  leaves  shall  be  placed  straight 
in  bundles  or  bales  of  normal  weight, 
size,  and  shape  with  the  butts  out  and 
tips  overlapping  from  6  to  8  inches  or 
sufficiently  to  make  a  level,  solid,  and 
uniform  pack.  The  sides  of  the  bundles 
shall  be  completely  covered  with  paper, 
or  other  suitable  protective  material, 
and  tightly  bound  with  not  less  than 
three  large  twines  spaced  so  that  the 
tobacco  will  be  held  securely  together. 
Improperly  packed  tobacco  shall  be 
designated  as  MNo-G.” 

§  29.5592  Rule  6. 

The  grade  assigned  to  any  lot  of  to¬ 
bacco  shall  be  a  true  representation  of 
the  tobacco  at  the  time  of  inspection  and 
certification.  If,  at  any  time,  it  is  found 
that  a  lot  of  tobacco  does  not  comply 
with  the  specifications  of  the  grade  pre¬ 
viously  assigned,  it  shall  not  thereafter 
be  represented  as  such  grade. 


value  of  each  degree  varies  with  type 
and  group.  In  each  case  the  first  and 
last  degrees  represent  the  full  range  for 
the  element. 


§  29.5593  Rule  7. 

Any  lot  of  tobacco  which  meets  the 
specifications  of  two  grades  shall  be 
placed  in  the  higher  grade.  Any  lot  of 
tobacco  on  the  marginal  line  between  two 
grades  shall  be  placed  in  the  lower  grade. 

§  29.5594  Rule  8. 

A  lot  of  tobacco  meets  the  specifica¬ 
tions  of  a  grade  when  it  is  not  lower  in 
any  degree  of  any  element  of  quality 
than  the  minimum  specifications  of  such 
grade. 

§  29.5595  Rule  9. 

In  determining  the  grade  of  a  lot  of 
tobacco,  the  lot  as  a  whole  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Minor  irregularities  which  do 
not  affect  over  one  percent  of  the  tobacco 
shall  be  overlooked. 

§29.5596  Rule  10. 

Interpretations,  the  use  of  specifica¬ 
tions,  and  the  meaning  of  terms  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  determinations  or 
clarifications  made  by  the  Chief  of  the 
Standards  Branch  and  approved  by  the 
Director  of  the  Tobacco  Division,  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Service. 

§  29.5597  Rule  11. 

The  use  of  any  grade  may  be  restricted 
by  the  Director  during  any  marketing 
season  wrhen  it  is  found  that  the  grade 
is  not  needed  or  appears  in  insufficient 
volume  to  justify  its  use. 

§29.5598  Rule  12. 

Uniformity  shall  be  expressed  in  per¬ 
centages.  These  percentages  shall  gov¬ 
ern  the  portion  of  a  lot  which  must  meet 
each  specification  of  the  grade;  the  re¬ 
maining  portion  must  be  related.  Grade 
specifications  state  the  minimum  ac¬ 
ceptable  degree  of  each  element  of  qual¬ 
ity.  Specified  percentages  of  uniformity 
shall  not  affect  limitations  established 
by  other  rules. 

§29.5599  Rule  13. 

Injury  tolerance  shall  be  expressed  in 
percentages.  The  appraisal  of  injury 
shall  be  based  upon  the  percentage  of 
affected  leaf  surface  or  the  degree  of 
injury,  and  consideration  shall  be  given 
to  the  kinds  of  injury  normal  to  the 
group  or  grade. 

§29.5600  Rule  14. 

Stem  rot  shall  not  exceed  50  percent 
of  the  specified  injury  tolerance  for  any 
grade. 


Elements 

Degrees 

Body _ _ 

Heavy _ _ 

Medium _ 

Thin. 

Immature. _ 

Mature _ 

Ripe. 

Open. 

Elastic. 

Leaf  Structure  _ _ 

Close _ 

Firm _ _ _ ^ 

Elasticity _ 

Inelastic _ 

Semielastic _ 

Strength’ (Tensile)  . .  .  . 

Weak . 

Normal _ 

Strong. 

Spready. 

0). 

(*). 

(*). 

Width 

Narrow _ 

Normal _ 

length _ _ _ 

(i) . 

(i) . 

Uniformity _ 

(*) . 

(*) . 

Injury  Toierance 

(«) . 

(») . 

1  Expressed  in  inches. 

1  Expressed  in  percentages. 
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§  29.5601  Rule  15. 

In  grade  specifications  the  tolerance 
of  crude  shall  apply  to  the  entire  leaf 
surface  of  the  lot. 

§29.5602  Rule  16. 

In  grade  specifications  frozen  shall  be 
treated  as  a  separate  kind  of  injury  and 
the  tolerance  shall  apply  to  the  entire 
leaf  surface  of  the  lot. 

§29.5603  Rule  17. 

Tobacco  shall  be  designated  as  No 
Grade,  using  the  grademark  “No-G,” 
when  it  is  damaged,  dirty,  nested,  off- 
type,  semicured,  wet,  improperly  packed, 
contains  foreign  matter,  or  has  an  odor 
foreign  to  the  type. 

§29.5604  Rule  18. 

Burn  shall  be  determined  as  the  aver¬ 
age  burning  time  of  leaves  selected  at 
random  from  the  sample.  A  minimum 
of  10  leaves  shall  be  selected  as  repre¬ 
sentative  regardless  of  the  number  of 
bundles  or  bales  in  the  lot.  All  burn 
tests  shall  be  made  in  the  binder-cutting 
area  on  the  same  side  of  the  leaf.  The 
leaf  shall  be  punctured  to  permit  quick 
ignition  when  placed  over  a  candle,  al¬ 
cohol  lamp,  or  electrical-lighting  device. 
Good  burn  shall  average  6  seconds  or 
longer;  fair  burn,  3  to  5  seconds;  and 
poor  burn,  under  3  seconds.  B1  and  B2 
shall  require  good  burn  and  B3,'fair  burn. 

GRADES 

§  29.5626  Binder  (B  Group). 

Farm  lots  of  tobacco  suitable  for  utili¬ 
zation  as  cigar  binders. 

U.S.  Grade  Names,  Minimum  Specifica- 
Grades  tions,  and  Tolerances 

B1  Fine  Quality  Binder: 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  elastic,  strong, 
spready,  and  over  19  inches  in  length. 
Uniformity,  90  percent;  injury  toler¬ 
ance,  10  percent. 

B2  Good  Quality  Binder: 

Thin,  ripe,  open,  elastic,  normal 
strength  and  width,  and  over  19  inches 
in  length.  Uniformity,  80  percent; 
injury  tolerance,  20  percent. 

B3  Fair  Quality  Binder: 

Medium  body,  mature,  firm,  semi- 
elastic,  normal  strength  and  width, 
and  over  19  inches  in  length.  Uni¬ 
formity,  70  percent;  injury  tolerance, 
30  percent. 

B4  Poor  Quality  Binder : 

Medium  body,  mature,  firm,  in¬ 
elastic,  normal  strength,  and  narrow. 
Uniformity,  60  percent;  injury  toler¬ 
ance,  40  percent. 

B5  Low  Quality  Binder : 

Heavy,  immature,  close,  inelastic, 
weak,  and  narrow.  Uniformity,  60  per¬ 
cent.  Tolerances:  5  percent  crude,  5 
percent  frozen,  and  40  percent  injury. 


U.S. 

Grades  Grade  Names  and  Tolerances 
N1  First  Nondescript: 

Tolerances:  20  percent  crude,  20  per¬ 
cent  frozen,  and  60  percent  injury. 

N2  Second  Nondescript: 

Over  20  percent  crude,  over  20  per¬ 
cent  frozen,  or  over  60  percent  injury. 

§  29.5629  Scrap  (S  Group). 

A  byproduct  of  unstemmed  and 
stemmed  tobacco.  Scrap  accumulates 
from  handling  tobacco  in  farm  buildings, 
warehouses,  packing  and  conditioning 
plants,  and  stemmeries. 


U.S. 

Grade  Grade  Name  and  Specifications 
S  Scrap : 

Loose,  tangled,  whole,  or  broken  un¬ 
stemmed  leaves,  or  the  web  portions  of 
tobacco  leaves  reduced  to  scrap  by  any 
process. 


SUMMARY  OF  STANDARD  GRADES 
§  29.5651  Summary  of  standard  grades. 


5  Grades  of  Binder 

B1 

B2 

B3 

B4 

B5 

2  Grades  of  Non¬ 
descript 

N1 

N2 


1  Grade  of  Non 
binder 
XI 


1  Grade  of  Scrap 
S 


Tobbacco  not  covered  by  standard 
grades  is  designated  as  “No-G.” 

KEY  TO  STANDARD  GRADEMARKS 


§  29.5656  Key  to  standard  grademarks. 


Groups 
B — Binder. 

X — Nonbinder. 
N — Nondescript. 
S — Scrap. 


Qualities 

1—  Fine. 

2—  Good. 

3—  Fair. 

4 —  Poor. 

5 —  Low. 


(49  Stat.  734;  7  U.S.C.  511m) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  29th 
day  of  June  1962. 

G.  R.  Grange, 
Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6526;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:55  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
E  21  CFR  Part  121  1 
FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 


§  29.5627  Nonhinder  (X  Group). 

Farm  lots  of  nonbinder  tobacco. 

U.S.  Grade  Name,  Minimum  Specifica- 
Grades  tions,  and  Tolerances 

XI  Nonbinder: 

Heavy,  immature,  close,  inelastic, 
weak,  and  narrow.  Tolerances:  10  per¬ 
cent  crude,  10  percent  frozen,  and  50 
percent  injury. 

§  29.5628  Nondescript  (N  Group). 

Tobacco  which  does  not  meet  the  mini¬ 
mum  specifications  of  the  lowest  grade 
of  any  other  group. 


Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 

(b)(5)),  notice  is  given  that  a  petition 
(FAP  677)  has  been  filed  by  Food  and 
Drug  Research  Laboratories,  Inc., 
Maurice  Avenue  and  58th  Street,  Mas- 
peth  78,  New  York,  proposing  amend¬ 
ment  of  the  food  additive  regulations, 
as  follows: 

1.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  121.2508 
Ethylene-alkene-1  copolymers  by  chang¬ 
ing  paragraph  (b)  (2)  (iii)  (c)  [previous¬ 
ly  designated  (d)  (3)  (iii)  ]  to  read: 


<b)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(iii)  *  *  * 

(c)  Maximum  extractable  fraction 
of  2.6  percent  when  extracted  with 
n- hexane  at  50°  C. 

2.  It  is  proposed  to  amend  §  121.2510 
Polyethylene,  as  follows: 

a.  By  changing  paragraph  (d)<3>  to 
read: 

(d)  *  *  * 

(3)  Polyethylene  may  be  used  as  a 
component  of  articles  for  packing  or 
holding  food  during  cooking,  provided 
it  meets  the  following  extractability  limi¬ 
tations: 

(i)  Maximum  soluble  fraction  of  11.3 
percent  in  xylene  after  refluxing  and  sub¬ 
sequent  cooling  to  25°  C. 

(ii)  Maximum  extractable  fraction  of 
3.1  percent  when  extracted  with  ethyl 
acetate  at  50°  C. 

(iii)  Maximum  extractable  fraction 
of  2.6  percent  when  extracted  with 
ri-hexane  at  50°  C. 

b.  By  deleting  subparagraph  (4)  of 
paragraph  (e). 

Dated:  June 28, 1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

| F.R.  Doc.  62-6505;  Filed,  July  ,3,  1962; 

8:51  ajn.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  ] 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 
Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(b)  (5) ),  notice  is  given  that  a  peti¬ 
tion  (FAP  847)  has  been  filed  by  Mon¬ 
santo  Chemical  Company,  Plastics  Divi¬ 
sion,  Springfield,  Massachusetts,  propos¬ 
ing  the  amendment  of  §  121.2514  of  the 
food  additive  regulations  to  permit  the 
use  of  melamine  formaldehyde  and 
melamine  formaldehyde  chemically  mod¬ 
ified  with  amine  catalysts  in  resinous 
and  polymeric  coatings  that  contact 
food.  The  petition  also  proposes  to 
amend  §  121.2514  to  include  the  follow¬ 
ing  catalysts: 

Triethanolamine. 

Dimethylamine-2-methyl-l-propanol. 

Methylpropanolamine . 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6508;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:52  a.m.] 


[  21  CFR  Part  121  1 

FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  409(b)(5),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C. 
348(b)  (5) ) ,  notice  is  given  that  a  peti¬ 
tion  (FAP  777)  has  been  filed  by  Merck 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


Chemical  Division.  Merck  and  Co.,  Inc., 
Rahway,  New  Jersey,  proposing  the 
amendment  of  §  121.210  of  the  food 
additive  regulations  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  0.0125  to  0.025  percent  ampro- 
lium  with  0.0004  percent  ethopabate 
(methyl  -  4  -  acetamido  -  2  -  ethoxy  ben¬ 
zoate)  plus  the  following  antibiotics 
added  for  growth  promotion  and  feed 
efficiency: 


Antibiotic 

Grams 
per  ton 

Limitations 

Fcnlcillln . 

2.4-50 

As  procaine  penicillin. 

Penicillin  plus 
bacitracin. 

4-50 

N ot  lees  than  0.6  grams  of 
penicillin  nor  less  than 
3.0  grams  of  bacitracin; 
as  procaine  penicillin 
plus  bacitracin  or  bac¬ 
itracin  methylene  di¬ 
salicylate  or  manganese 
bacitracin  or  tine 
bacitracin. 

reniclllin  plus 
*  streptomycin. 

14.  4-60 

N ot  less  than  2.4  grams  of 
penicillin  nor  less  than 
12  grams  of  streptomy¬ 
cin  as  procaine  penicil¬ 
lin  plus  streptomycin. 

Bacitracin . 

Streptomycin . 

Cblortetracycline _ 

4-60 

30-50 

10-50 

As  bacitracin,  bacitracin 
methylene  disalicylate, 
manganese  bacitracin, 
or  tine  bacitracin. 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[FH.  Doc.  62-6510;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:52  axn.] 


FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

Air  Traffic  Service 

[14  CFR  Part  6001 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-NY-74] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS 

Proposed  Alteration  of  Federal 
Airways 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  §§  600:6139,  600.6837  and 
600.6885  of  the  regulations  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrator,  the  substance  of  which  is 
stated  below.. 

Low  altitude  VOR  Federal  airway  No. 
139  and  VOR  Federal  airways  Nos.  837 
and  885  extend  in  part  from  the  Provi¬ 
dence,  R.I.,  VOR  to  the  Whitman,  Mass., 
VOR.  The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is 
proposing  to  reduce  these  segments  of 
V139,  V837  and  V885  from  a  10-mile 
wide  airway  to  an  8-mile  wide  airway  to 
prevent  the  Franklin,  Mass.,  holding 
pattern  (intersection  of  the  Gardner, 
Mass.,.  VORTAC  132°  and  the  Boston, 
Mass.,VORTAC  223°  radials)  from  over- 
lying  the  segments  of  V139,  V837  and 
V885  described  above.  This  would  per¬ 
mit  en  route  operation  on  V139,  V837 
and  V885  and  simultaneous  holding  at 
the  Franklin  Intersection. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Eastern  Region,  Attn: 


Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New  York 
International  Airport,  Jamaica  30,  N.Y. 
All  communications  received  within 
forty-five  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but 
arrangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of 
the  record  for  consideration.  The  pro¬ 
posal  contained  in  this  notice  may  be 
changed  in  the  light  of  comments 
received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available 
for  examination  by  interested  persons 
at  the  Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation 
Agency,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York 
Avenue  NW„  Washington  25,  D.C.  An 
informal  Docket  will  also  be  available 
for  examination  at  the  office  of  the  Re¬ 
gional  Air  Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
27, 1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 

Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6467;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.[ 


[  14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-EA-26] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS  AND  CON¬ 
TROLLED  AIRSPACE 

Designation  of  Federal  Airway  and 
Associated  Control  Areas 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated  to 
me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13) ,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  Parts  600  and  601  of  the 
regulations  of  the  Administrator,  the 
substance  of  which  is  stated  below. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  designation  of  low  altitude 
VOR  Federal  airway  No.  469  and  its  as¬ 
sociated  control  areas  from  the  Danville, 
Va.,  VOR  to  the  Lynchburg,  Va., 
VORTAC.  This  airway  would  provide  a 
direct  route  between  these  two  cities  for 
the  control  of  instrument  flight  rule 
traffic.  Further,  air  carrier  service  is  to 
be  inaugurated  in  the  near  future.  Un¬ 
der  Agency  Airway  Planning  Standard 
No.  2  dated  September  1960,  these  two 
cities  qualify  for  a  connecting  airway  on 
the  basis  of  these  terminals  being  cer¬ 
tified  air  carrier  stops. 

The  airspace  that  would  be  involved 
in  the  designation  of  V-469  is  presently 
designated  as  control  area  with  the  ex¬ 
ception  of  approximately  a  14  square 
mile  area.  The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
has  directed  that  air  carrier  service  be 


provided  these  two  cities  at  an  early 
date.  A  direct  routing  and  air  traffic 
control  service  for  the  expeditious  move¬ 
ment  of  air  traffic  between  these  termi¬ 
nals  is  deemed  necessary.  In  view  of 
the  foregoing,  it  is  in  the  public  interest 
to  limit  the  comment  period  for  this  No¬ 
tice  to  15  days. 

The  control  areas  associated  with  V- 
469  would  extend  upward  from  700  feet 
above  the  surface  to  the  base  of  the  con¬ 
tinental  control  area.  Separate  actions 
would  be  initiated  to  implement  on  an 
area  basis  Amendment  60-21  to  Part  60 
of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Eastern  Region,  Attn; 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New  York 
International  Airport,  Jamaica  30,  N.Y. 
All  communications  received  within 
fifteen  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hear¬ 
ing  is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  Informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agen¬ 
cy,  Room  A-103,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the  of$ce  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under 
section  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation 
Act  of  1958  (72  Stat.  749 ;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
27,  1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 

Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6468;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 


[14  CFR  Parts  600,  601  1 

[Airspace  Docket  No.  61-NY-97] 

FEDERAL  AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED 
AIRSPACE  AND  REPORTING  POINTS 

Revocation  of  Federal  Airway,  Asso¬ 
ciated  Control  Areas  and  Reporting 
Points 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Administrator  (14  CFR 
409.13),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  is  considering 
amendments  to  §§  600.220,  601.220  and 
and  601.4220  of  the  regulations  of  the 
Administrator,  the  substance  of  which  is 
stated  below. 


Wednesday ,  July  4,  1962 

Low  altitude  Red  Federal  airway  No. 

20  is  designated  in  part  from  Windsor, 
Ont.,  Canada,  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and 
from  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  to  Martinsburg, 
W.  Va.,  and  from  Washington,  D.C.,  to 
Meekins  Neck.  Md.  The  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency  is  considering  the  revocation 
of  these  segments  of  Red  20.  It  is  the 
policy  of  this  Agency  to  revoke  L/MF 
airways  wherever  adequate  VOR  airways 
are  available  and  it  appears  that  the 
segment  of  Red  20  between  Windsor  and 
Cleveland  is  adequately  served  by  Low 
altitude  VOR  Federal  airway  Nos.  42, 
42E,  V5,  V14N  and  V103.  The  segment 
of  Red  20  between  Pittsburgh  and  Mar¬ 
tinsburg  is  adequately  served  by  Low 
altitude  VOR  Federal  airway  No.  8  and 
the  segment  of  Red  20  between  Wash¬ 
ington  and  Meekins  Neck  is  adequately 
served  by  Low  altitude  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  31  between  Nottingham,  Md., 
and  Golden  Hill,  Md.  The  segment  be¬ 
tween  Washington  and  Nottingham  is 
within  the  Washington  terminal  area 
and  covered  by  terminal  area  traffic  con¬ 
trol  procedures.  Accordingly,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  proposes  to  revoke 
the  United  States  segments  of  Red  20, 
its  associated  control  areas  and  report¬ 
ing  points,  from  Windsor  to  Cleveland; 
Pittsburgh  to  Martinsburg;  and  Wash¬ 
ington  to  Meekins  Neck. 

Adoption  of  this  proposal  would  not 
result  in  discontinuance  of  the  low  fre¬ 
quency  navigational  aids  associated  with 
these  segments  of  Red  20.  Any  propos¬ 
als  to  discontinue  one  or  more  of  these 
aids  would  be  circularized  separately 
and  interested  persons  would  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  comment. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  such 
written  data,  views  or  arguments  as  they 
may  desire.  Communications  should  be 
submitted  in  triplicate  to  the  Assistant 
Administrator,  Eastern  Region,  Attn: 
Chief,  Air  Traffic  Division,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Agency,  Federal  Building,  New  York 
International  Airport,  Jamaica  30,  N.Y. 
All  communications  received  within 
forty-five  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register  will  be 
considered  before  action  is  taken  on  the 
proposed  amendment.  No  public  hearing 
is  contemplated  at  this  time,  but  ar¬ 
rangements  for  informal  conferences 
with  Federal  Aviation  Agency  officials 
may  be  made  by  contacting  the  Regional 
Air  Traffic  Division  Chief,  or  the  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division,  Federal 
Aviation  Agency,  Washington  25,  D.C. 
Any  data,  views  or  arguments  presented 
during  such  conferences  must  also  be 
submitted  in  writing  in  accordance  with 
this  notice  in  order  to  become  part  of  the 
record  for  consideration.  The  proposal 
contained  in  this  notice  may  be  changed 
in  the  light  of  comments  received. 

The  official  Docket  will  be  available  for 
examination  by  interested  persons  at  the 
Docket  Section,  Federal  Aviation  Agency, 
Room  A-103,  1711  New  York  Avenue 
NW.,  Washington  25,  D.C.  An  informal 
Docket  will  also  be  available  for  exam¬ 
ination  at  the  office  of  the  Regional  Air 
Traffic  Division  Chief. 

This  amendment  is  proposed  under  sec¬ 
tion  307(a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1958  (72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) . 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
27, 1962. 

W.  Thomas  Deason, 

Assistant  Chief, 
Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[FE.  Doc.  62-6469;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:46  a.m.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Part  3  1 

[Docket  No.  14697,  RM-340;  FCC  62-691] 

TELEVISION  BROADCAST  STATIONS, 

MARIETTA  AND  ATLANTA, 
GEORGIA 

Table  of  Assignments 

1.  Notice  is  hereby  given  in  the  above- 
entitled  matter. 

2.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  request  for  rule  making 
filed  May  28,  1962,  by  the  Board  of  Edu¬ 
cation  of  the  City  of  Atlanta  (herein¬ 
after  Atlanta  Board) ,  licensee  of  Station 
WETV,  Channel  *30,  and  Station 
WABE-FM  in  Atlanta,  Georgia,  request¬ 
ing  the  reassignment  of  Channel  57 
from  Marietta,  Georgia,  to  Atlanta, 
Georgia,  and  its  reservation  as  a  non¬ 
commercial  educational  station,  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  Channel  *30. 

3.  Petitioner  asserts  that  because  of 
the  present  growth  trend  in  the  Atlanta 
metropolitan  area  (the  population  of 
the  Atlanta  metropolitan  area  as  of  the 
1960  U.S.  Census  is  1,017,188;  the  popu¬ 
lation  of  Marietta,  a  community  18  miles 
distant  from  Atlanta  but  included  in  the 
metropolitan  area  of  Atlanta,  is  25,565) , 
there  is  at  present  a  real  need  for  ex¬ 
panded  facilities  in  the  field  of  educa¬ 
tional  television.  At  the  present  time, 
Channel  *30  broadcasts  approximately 
20  hours  of  general  adult  programming 
per  week  and  approximately  33  hours  of 
in-school  instructional  programs  per 
week.  Assertedly,  there  is  a  shortage  of 
television  time  which  does  not  permit 
easy  scheduling  of  course  work  directed 
toward  in-school  viewing  on  all  levels. 
Petitioner  states,  “The  few  high  school 
courses  offered  do  not  begin  to  realize 
one  of  the  great  potentials  of  in-school 
television,  that  is,  to  increase  the  elective 
course  areas  where  trained  classroom 
teachers  cannot  be  obtained.” 

4.  The  basic  plan  put  forward  by  the 
Atlanta  Board  on  the  reservation  of 
Channel  57  in  Atlanta  as  a  noncommer¬ 
cial  educational  station  contemplates 
using  existing  Channel  *30  primarily  for 
pre-high  school,  in-school  training  dur¬ 
ing  the  day  and  to  continue  to  use 
Channel  *30  for  the  general  education 
of  the  adult  population  in  the  evening. 
Channel  57  would  be  primarily  used  for 
secondary  education  for  in-school  train¬ 
ing  during  the  day  and  secondary  educa¬ 
tion  directed  at  the  adult  population  in 
the  evening,  for  which  credit  would  be 
given. 

5.  In  view  of  the  above,  it  is  proposed 
to  amend  §  3.606  of  the  rules,  insofar  as 
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the  communities  named  are  concerned, 
to  read  as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Present 

Proposed 

Atlanta,  Qa . 

Marietta,  Ga . 

2,  5-,  11+, 
•30,36 

57+ 

2,  5-,  11+. 

*30,  36,  *57+ 

6.  The  Commission  is  of  the  view  that 
rule  making  should  be  instituted  on  this 
proposal  in  order  that  all  interested 
parties  may  submit  their  views  and  rele¬ 
vant  data. 

7.  Authority  for  the  adoption  of  the 
amendment  proposed  herein  is  contained 
in  sections  4  (i)  and  (j) ,  303,  and  307(b) 
of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended. 

8.  Pursuant  to  applicable  procedures 
set  out  in  §  1.213  of  the  Commission 
rules,  interested  parties  may  file  com¬ 
ments  on  or  before  August  6,  1962,  and 
reply  comments  on  or  before  August  21, 
1962.  In  reaching  its  decision  on  the 
rule  amendment  which  is  proposed  here¬ 
in,  the  Commission  will  not  be  limited 
to  consideration  of  comments  of  record, 
but  will  take  into  account  all  relevant 
information  obtained  in  any  manner 
from  informed  sources. 

9.  In  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  §  1.54  of  the  rules,  an  original  and  14 
copies  of  all  written  comments  and  state¬ 
ments  shall  be  furnished  the  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Adopted:  June  27, 1962. 

Released:  June  29, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  62-6519;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  502  1 

[General  Order  3] 

ESTABLISHMENT  OF  USER  CHARGES 

Withdrawal  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  appeared  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister  issue  of  October  11,  1961  (26  F.R. 
9602)  of  proposed  rule  making  issued 
under  46  CFR  Part  502  relative  to  the 
establishment  of  user  charges  with 
respect  to:  §  502.1  Permission  to  prac¬ 
tice  before  the  Commission  and  §  502.2 
Copies  of  regulations. 

Pursuant  to  action  of  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  taken  on  June  28, 
1962,  notice  is  hereby  given  that  said 
proposed  rule  is  hereby  withdrawn. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated:  June  28,  1962. 

Geo.  A.  Viehmann, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6512;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:52  a.m.] 
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PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

[13  CFR  Part  121  1 

(Rev.  2] 

SMALL  BUSINESS  SIZE  STANDARDS 

Notice  of  Proposal  To  Amend  the 
Definition  of  Small  Business  for 
Owners  and  Operators  of  Shopping 
Centers  for  the  Purpose  of  SBA 
Business  Loans 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  of  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  proposes  to  establish  a  definition 
of  small  business  owners  and  operators 
of  shopping  centers  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  SBA  loans. 

The  current  Small  Business  Size 
Standards  Regulation  does  not  contain 
a  small  business  definition  for  this  in¬ 
dustry.  The  proposed  amendment  would 
define  a  small  business  in  this  industry 
as  a  concern  which,  together  with  its  af¬ 
filiates,  does  not  have  assets  exceeding 
$2,500,000,  does  not  own  or  operate  shop¬ 
ping  centers  which  contain  in  excess  of 
250,000  square  feet  of  gross  leasable  area 
and  does  not  lease  more  than  one  out 
of  every  ten  square  feet  to  a  concern 
which  is  not  a  small  business  within  the 
meaning  of  the  definition  of  a  small  busi¬ 


ness  for  SBA  business  loans  contained  in 
§  121.3-10  of  the  regulation. 

Interested  persons  may  file  with  the 
Small  Business  Administration  within 
fifteen  (15)  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  written  statements  of 
facts,  opinions,  or  arguments  concerning 
the  proposed  defintion. 

All  correspondence  on  this  matter  shall 
be  addressed  to : 

Samuel  S.  Solomon,  Director, 

Office  of  Small  Business  Size  Standards, 

Small  Business  Administration, 

Washington  25,  D.C. 

It  is  proposed  to  establish  a  definition 
of  small  business  owners  and  operators 
of  shopping  centers  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  SBA  business  loans  as  follows: 

The  Small  Business  Size  Standards 
Regulation  (Revision  2)  (26  F.R.  812), 
as  amended  (26  F.R.  1441,  1983,  2778, 
3064,  7508,  6642,  8592,  10633,  10634, 
12069;  27  F.R.  5653),  is  hereby  further 
amended  by : 

1.  Adding  new  paragraphs  (u)  and  (v) 
to  §  121.3-2  as  follows: 

§  121.3—2  Definition  of  terms  used  in 
this  part. 

*  *  *  *  * 

(u)  ‘Shopping  Center”  means  a  group 
of  commercial  establishments  planned, 
developed,  owned,  and  managed  as  a 
unit  with  off-street  parking  provided  on 
the  property. 


'  (v)  “Gross  Leasable  Area”  means  the 
total  floor  area  designed  for  tenant  oc¬ 
cupancy  and  exclusive  use,  including 
basement,  mezzanines,  and  upper  floors, 
if  any,  expressed  in  square  feet  measured 
from  the  center  line  of  a  joint  partition 
and  from  outside  wall  faces. 

2.  Adding  new  paragraph  (m)  to 
§  121.3-10  as  follows: 

§  121.3—10  Definition  of  small  business 
for  SBA  business  loans. 
***** 

<m>  Shopping  centers.  Any  concern 
engaged  in  the  operation  of  shopping 
centers  is  small  if  its  total  assets  do  not 
exceed  $2,500,000,  the  total  gross  leasable 
area  of  all  shopping  centers  owned  or 
operated  by  the  concer  n  does  not  exceed 
250,000  square  feet,  and  does  not  lease 
more  than  one  out  of  every  ten  square 
feet  of  gross  leasable  area  to  concerns 
which  do  not  meet  the  small  business 
definitions  contained  in  this  section. 

For  the  purpose  of  size  determinations, 
shopping  center  owners  and  operators 
will  not  be  considered  affiliated  with  its 
tenants  merely  because  of  a  lease 
agreement. 

Dated:  July  2,  1962. 

John  E.  Horne, 
Administrator.. 

|  F.R.  Doc.62-6619;  Piled,  July  3,  1962; 

9:22  a.m.] 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Bureau  of  Customs 

[TJD.  55652] 

COTTON  TEXTILES  PRODUCED  OR 

MANUFACTURED  IN  COLOMBIA, 

ISRAEL,  THE  REPUBLIC  OF  CHINA 

AND  THE  UNITED  ARAB  REPUBLIC 

Restrictions  on  the  Entry  or  With¬ 
drawal  From  Warehouse 

June  27, 1962. 

There  is  published  below  a  letter  of 
June  25,  1962,  from  the  Interagency 
Textile  Administrative  Committee,  rec¬ 
ommending  and  requesting  the  taking  of 
specified  action  relating  to  certain  cot¬ 
ton  textiles  produced  or  manufactured 
in  Colombia,  Israel,  the  Republic  of 
China  and  the  United  Arab  Republic 
which  were  exported  from  any  of  the 
aforesaid  countries  on  or  after  a  certain 
date. 

Accordingly,  it  is  hereby  ordered  that 
cotton  textiles  produced  or  manufac¬ 
tured  in  Colombia,  Israel,  the  Republic 
of  China  or  the  United  Arab  Republic 
included  in  Category  I  and  exported 
from  any  of  the  aforesaid  countries  on 
or  after  June  23,  1962,  shall  not  be  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  entered  for  consumption, 
or  withdrawn  from  warehouse  for  con¬ 
sumption,  at  any  port  of  entry  in  the 
United  States  (including  the  Common¬ 
wealth  of  Puerto  Rico) .  The  categories 
involved  are  described  in  detail  in  the 
“Schedule  A  and  U.S.I.D.A.  Components 
of  Selected  International  Cotton  Tex¬ 
tile  Arrangement  Categories,”  attached 
to  the  aforesaid  letter.  This  order  is 
not  applicable  to  samples  which  would 
otherwise  be  eligible  for  duty-free  im¬ 
portation  pursuant  to  title  19,  United 
States  Code,  section  1201,  paragraph 
1821(b).  The  procedures  set  forth  in 
§§  12.70-12.73  of  the  Customs  Regula¬ 
tions  should  apply. 

I  seal]  James  Pomeroy  Hendrick, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Treasury. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  ok  Commerce 
Washington  25,  D.C. 


These  Arrangements  were  concluded  under 
authority  of  section  204  of  the  Agricultural 
Act  of  1956  on  a  multilateral  basis  by  coun¬ 
tries  accounting  for  a  significant  part  of  the 
world  trade  in  cotton  textiles  and  cotton 
textile  products. 

Actions  Recommended  and  Requested 

Cotton  textile  and  cotton  textile  products, 
included  in  Category  1,  produced  or  manu¬ 
factured  in  Colombia  and  exported  therefrom 
on  or  after  June  23,  1962,  produced  or  manu¬ 
factured  in  Israel  and  exported  therefrom  on 
or  after  June  23,  1962,  produced  or  manu¬ 
factured  in  the  Republic  of  China  and  ex¬ 
ported  thereform  on  or  after  June  23,  1962, 
or  produced  or  manufactured  in  the  United 
Arab  Republic  and  exported  therefrom  on 
or  after  June  23,  1962,  shall  be  refused  entry 
into  the  United  States  for  consumption. 
Because  of  the  critical  circumstances  that 
arose  from  importation  of  this  category  of 
cotton  textiles,  the  United  States  found  it 
necessary  to  Inform  these  countries  that  the 
United  States  would  not  accept  entry  for 
consumption  of  goods  in  this  category 
shipped  from  these  countries  on  or  after 
June  23,  1962. 

The  products  included  in  Category  1  are 
described  in  detail  in  the  attached  “Sched¬ 
ule  A  and  U.S.I.D.A.  Components  of  Selected 
International  Cotton  Textile  Arrangement 
Categories.”  The  foregoing  restraint  should 
not  be  made  applicable  to  samples  otherwise 
eligible  for  duty-free  importation  pursuant 
to  paragraph  1821  of  Section  1201  of  Title 
19  of  the  United  States  Code.  Furthermore, 
in  carrying  out  the  above-described  recom¬ 
mendations,  entry  into  the  United  States 
for  consumption  shall  be  construed  to  in¬ 
clude  entry  for  consumption  into  the  Com¬ 
monwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

This  recommendation  was  arrived  at  on 
the  25th  day  of  June,  1962,  by  unanimous 
vote  of  the  Interagency  Textile  Administra¬ 
tive  Committee. 

Sincerely  yours, 


sold  in  the  United  States  at  less  than 
fair  value  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Antidumping  Act  of  1921. 

I  hereby  determine  that  electrolytic 
manganese  from  Japan  is  not  being,  nor 
likely  to  be,  sold  at  less  than  fair  value 
within  the  meaning  of  section  201(a)  of 
the  Antidumping  Act,  1921,  as  amended 
(19  U.S.C.  160(a)). 

Statement  of  reasons.  The  quantity 
of  electrolytic  manganese  sold  in  the 
home  market  for  home  consumption  was 
sufficient  to  form  a  basis  for  a  fair  value 
comparison.  There  is  no  relationship 
within  the  meaning  of  section  207  of  the 
Antidumping  Act  between  the  seller  and 
the  purchaser  in  the  United  States. 

In  calculating  purchase  price,  deduc¬ 
tions  from  the  packed,  f.o.b.  Yokohama 
selling  price  for  export  to  the  United 
States  were  made  for  storage,  inland 
transportation,  and  shipping  charges. 

Computation  of  the  home  market 
price  was  based  on  the  home  market 
selling  price,  delivered  customer’s  plant. 
Adjustments  were  made  to  the  home 
market  price  to  allow  for  differences  be¬ 
tween  home  market  and  export  packing, 
interest  costs  applying  only  to  home 
market  sales,  and  a  difference  in  the 
commissions  applicable  to  home  market 
and  export  sales.  Deductions  from  home 
market  price  were  also  made  for  various 
inland  transportation  charges  accruing 
from  the  factory  to  the  customer’s  plant. 

Purchase  price  was  found  to  be  not 
lower  than  the  adjusted  home  market 
price. 

This  determination  and  the  statement 
of  reasons  therefor  are  published  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  201(c)  of  the  Antidumping 
Act,  1921,  as  amended  (19  U.S.C.  160(c) ). 


Hickman  Price,  Jr., 

,  Chairman. 

Enclosure : 

UNITED  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OP  COMMERCE 

International  Cotton  Textile  Agreement 
Category  by  Schedule  A  Number  and 
United  States  Import  Duties  Annotated 
Number 


[seal]  James  A.  Reed, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6525;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:55  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 


Schedule  U.S.I.D.A. 
Category  A  Number  Number 

1.  Cotton  yarn,  card-  3011  000  0901  11** 
ed,  singles,  not  3021  100  0901  21** 
ornamented,  etc. 


Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[Anchorage  052775] 

ALASKA 


THE  INTERAGENCY  TEXTILE  ADMINISTRATIVE 
COMMITTEE 

June  25, 1962. 

The  Honorable  C.  Douglas  Dillon, 

The  Secretary  of  the  Treasury,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary;  In  accordance  with 
the  letter  of  June  21,  1962,  to  you  from 
the  President  of  the  United  States  delegat¬ 
ing  authority  under  certain  parts  of  section 
204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1956  as 
amended  by  P.L.  87-488  and  in  accordance 
with  the  authority  granted  to  the  Inter¬ 
agency  Textile  Administrative  Committee  in 
that  letter,  the  Interagency  Textile  Adminis¬ 
trative  Committee  recommends  and  requests, 
in  accordance  with  Article  ID  of  the  Arrange¬ 
ments  Regarding  International  Trade  in 
Cotton  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  July  21,  1961, 
that  you  take  the  actions  listed  below  to 
prevent  circumvention  or  frustration  of  the 
said  Arrangements  by  non-participants. 


*  *  The  last  two  digits  represent  yarn  num¬ 
ber  groups  (e.g.,  05  represents  yarn  numbers 
1  through  5;  30  represents  yarn  numbers 
26  through  30;  90  represents  yarn  numbers 
from  81  through  90,  etc.). 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6523;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:54  a.m.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

[AA  643 .3-m] 

ELECTROLYTIC  MANGANESE  FROM 
JAPAN 

Fair  Value  Determination 

June  26,  1962. 

A  complaint  was  received  that  electro¬ 
lytic  manganese  from  Japan  was  being 


Order  Opening  Public  Lands 

1.  The  following  public  land  orders 
revoked  prior  orders  of  withdrawal  af¬ 
fecting  lands  in  Alaska,  and  provided 
that  after  expiration  of  the  time  during 
which  the  State  of  Alaska  should  have  a 
preferred  right  to  select  the  lands  as 
provided  by  the  Act  of  July  28,  1956  (70 
Stat.  709  ;  48  U.S.C.  46-3b),  and  section 
6(g)  of  the  Alaska  Statehood  Act  of  July 
7,  1958  (72  Stat.  339),  the  lands  affected 
would  not  be  subject  to  other  disposition 
under  the  public  land  laws  unless  and 
until  it  were  so  provided  by  order  of  an 
authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management: 

a.  Misc.  1583870— Order  No.  2294  of  March 
9.  1961. 
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b.  Fairbanks  012594 — Order  No.  2366  of 
February  13,  1961. 

c.  Misc.  60101— Order  No.  2386  of  May  15, 
1961. 

d.  Misc.  1917065— Order  No.  2371  of  May  11, 
1961. 

e.  Fairbanks  010504  and  013034 — Order  No. 
2385  of  May  15,  1961. 

f.  Fairbanks  011003— Order  No.  2387  of 
May  15,  1961. 

g.  Fairbanks  014221 — Order  No.  2406  of 
June  21,  1961. 

h.  Anchorage  026009 — Order  No.  2425  of 
July  3,  1961. 

2.  The  State  has  made  selections  of 
substantial  areas.  Portions  of  the  re¬ 
maining  lands  are  unavailable  for  ap¬ 
propriation  under  the  public  land  laws 
because  of  inclusion  in  other  with¬ 
drawals  or  lacking  the  status  of  public 
lands.  Interested  persons  may  ascer¬ 
tain  the  status  of  the  affected  areas  by 
inquiry  of  the  Manager  of  the  Land 
Office  at  Anchorage  or  Fairbanks,  de¬ 
pending  upon  the  location  of  the  lands. 

3.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
unselected,  unreserved  and  unappro¬ 
priated  public  lands  released  from  with¬ 
drawal  by  the  orders  described  in  Para¬ 
graph  1  hereof  are  hereby  restored  to 
operation  of  the  public  land  laws,  effec¬ 
tive  at  10:00  a.m.  on  August  1,  1962. 

Jerry  A.  O'Callaghan, 

A  -  *  'stant  Director. 

June  27,  1962. 

(F.R.  Doc.  62-6480;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.J 


j  ARIZONA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey; 

Correction  » 

The  following  corrections  are  made 
to  paragraph  numbered  4  of  the  Notice 
of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey  and  Older 
Providing  for  Opening  of  Public  Lands, 
dated  June  15,  1962,  which  order  appears 
at  page  5878  of  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  June  21,  1962: 

a.  The  words  “Executive  Order  759  of 
November  22,  1924,  for  a  power  site  re¬ 
serve”,  are  corrected  to  read,  “The  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Order  of  November  22,  1924, 
creating  Power  Site  Reserve  No.  759.” 

b.  The  words,  “by  Secretary’s  Order  of 
September  2,  1927,  for  Power  Project 
837”,  are  corrected  to  read,  “pursuant  to 
an  application  for  a  preliminary  permit 
filed  September  2,  1927,  by  Arizona  Edi¬ 
son  Co.,  pursuant  to  Section  24  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  for  Power  Project  No. 
837.” 

c.  The  words  “and  on  February  1, 
1917,  for  Water  Power  Designation  No.  4, 
Arizona  No.  1,”  are  corrected  to  read 
“and  by  departmental  order  of  February 
1,  1917,  as  Water  Power  Designation  No. 

4.  Arizona  No.  1.” 

Jerry  A.  O’Callaghan, 
Assistant  Director. 

June  27,  1962. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6481;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:48  ajn.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

CHRISTIANSTED  NATIONAL 
HISTORIC  SITE 

Order  Adding  Certain  Federally 
Owned  Lands 

Whereas  the  Secretary  of  the  In¬ 
terior  on  March  4,  1952,  designated  as 
the  Virgin  Islands  National  Historic 
Site,  and  on  January  16,  1961,  redesig¬ 
nated  as  the  Christiansted  National  His¬ 
toric  Site,  the  wharf  area  and  its  build¬ 
ings,  the  D.  Hamilton  Jackson  Park,  and 
the  Government  House  and  grounds  in 
Christiansted,  St.  Croix,  Virgin  Islands, 
these  structures  and  grounds  being  ex¬ 
cellent  historical  examples  of  the  old 
Danish  economy  and  way  of  life  in  the 
Virgin  Islands;  and 

Whereas  the  following  parcel  of  fed¬ 
erally  owned  land  held  in  the  name  of 
the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation,  a  wholly 
owned  Government  corporation,  is 
needed  for  use  in  administering,  develop¬ 
ing,  protecting,  and  interpreting  the  said 
National  Historic  Site: 

Now,  therefore,  by  virtue  of  and  pur¬ 
suant  to  authority  contained  in  the  act 
of  August  21,  1935  (49  Stat.  666;  16 
U.S.C.,  secs.  461,  et  seq.),  the  following 
described  land  is  hereby  added  to  and 
made  a  part  of  the  Christiansted  Na¬ 
tional  Historic  Site  as  a  detached  unit 
thereof : 

All  that  certain  piece  of  land  designated  as 
Parcel  No.  6,  Estate  Sion  Farm,  St.  Croix, 
Virgin  Islands,  partitioned  from  lands  of 
the  Virgin  Islands  Corporation,  and  de¬ 
lineated  on  a  plat  dated  11-10-61  by  H.  M. 
Berning,  licensed  engineer,  correlated  to 
P.W.D.  Drawing  No.  319  of  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  more  particu¬ 
larly  bounded  and  described  as  follows: 

Beginning  at  a  found  concrete  boundpost 
on  the  northeasterly  corner  of  Parcel  No.  4, 
Estate  Sion  Farm, 

Thence  N.  8e48'  W..  722.8  feet  along  an 
easterly  line  of  Estate  Constitution  Hill  to 
a  found  concrete  boundpost; 

Thence  S.  77'05'  W.,  1,271.8  feet  along  a 
southerly  line  of  Parcel  No.  3,  Estate  Sion 
Farm,  to  a  set  iron  boundpost; 

Thence  S.  8°57'  E.,  625.6  feet  along  a  par¬ 
tition  line,  being  an  easterly  line  of  the  par¬ 
cel  of  land  remaining  in  the  Virgin  Islands 
Corporation,  to  a  set  iron  boundpost; 

Thence  N.  81°28'  E.,  1,267.0  feet  along  a 
northerly  line  of  Parcel  No.  4,  Estate  Sion 
Farm,  to  the  place  of  beginning. 

The  tract  as  described  contains  approxi¬ 
mately  19.6  United  States  acres. 

Together  with  a  50-foot  right-of-way  from 
the  southwesterly  corner  of  Parcel  No.  6, 
Estate  Sion  Farm,  running  westward  along 
a  northerly  line  of  Parcel  No.  4,  Sion  Farm, 
over  the  so-called  Remainder  Estate  Sion 
Farm  to  the  Public  Road. 

The  administration,  protection,  and 
development  of  the  land  hereinabove  de¬ 
scribed  as  a  part  of  the  said  National 
Historic  Site  shall  be  exercised  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  the  act 
of  August  21,  1935,  supra. 

Warning  is  expressly  given  to  all  un¬ 
authorized  persons  not  to  appropriate, 
injure,  destroy,  deface,  or  remove  any 
feature  of  this  addition  to  said  Site. 

In  witness  whereof,  I  have  hereunto 
set  my  hand  and  caused  the  official  seal 


of  the  Department  of  the  Interior  to  be 
affixed  at  the  city  of  Washington,  this 
27th  day  of  June  1962. 

I  seal  1  Stewart  L.  Udall, 

Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  62-6483;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:48  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 

HANDLING  OF  DRIED  FIGS  PRO¬ 
DUCED  IN  CALIFORNIA1 

Order  Discharging  Trustees  for 
Liquidation  Action 

Pursuant  to  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-674),  Marketing  Agreement  No.  123, 
as  amended,  and  Marketing  Order  No. 
64,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  964;  issued 
20  F.R.  1685  and  amended  21  F.R.  7649), 
regulating  the  handling  of  dried  figs 
produced  in  California,  were  terminated, 
effective  August  1,  1960,  by  order  dated 
July  6,  1960  (25  F.R.  6459) .  It  was  pro¬ 
vided  in  §  964.87  of  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  that  upon 
termination  thereof  the  members  of  the 
Dried  Fig  Administrative  Committee 
then  functioning  shall  continue  as  joint 
trustees  for  the  purpose  of  liquidating 
the  affairs  of  the  committee;  and  said 
termination  order  prescribed  that  the 
liquidation  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  said  section. 

The  joint  trustees  have,  in  accordance 
with  said  termination  order  and  the 
provisions  of  said  §  964.87,  completed 
such  liquidation;  and  all  books  and  rec¬ 
ords  of  the  Dried  Fig  Administrative 
Committee  and  of  the  said  trustees  have 
been  delivered  to  appropriate  deposito¬ 
ries.  There  are  no  funds  or  properties 
in  possession  or  under  control  of  said 
trustees;  and  there  is  no  further  liability 
or  outstanding  obligations  to  be  dis¬ 
charged  by  said  trustees  in  connection 
with  the  liquidation  action. 

Therefore,  the  aforesaid  members  of 
the  Dried  Fig  Administrative  Committee, 
serving  as  joint  trustees  pursuant  to  said 
amended  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  and  said  termination  order,  be,  and 
they  hereby  are,  discharged  and  released 
from  any  further  obligations  to  serve  as 
joint  trustees  pursuant  thereto  and  from 
any  and  all  further  obligations  there¬ 
under. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  28,  1962,  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

John  P.  Duncan,  Jr., 
Assistant  Secretary. 

I  F.R.  Doc.  62-6494;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 


1  Order  No.  64,  issued  20  F.R.  1685;  , 
amended  21  Fit.  7649;  terminated  25  F.R. 
6459. 


W  ednesday,  July  4,  1962 

Ag  ricultural  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service 

WHEAT 

Notice  of  Referendum  for  Marketing 
Quotas  1 963—64 

The  Secretary  is  required  to  proclaim 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Adjustment  Act  of  1938,  as 
amended,  a  national  marketing  quota  for 
wheat  for  the  marketing  year  beginning 
July  1,  1963,  on  or  before  May  15,  1962. 
Said  Act  requires  the  Secretary  to  con¬ 
duct  a  referendum  between  the  date  of 
said  proclamation  and  July  25,  1962,  of 
farmers  who  will  be  subject  to  such  quota 
in  order  to  determine  whether  such 
fanners  favor  or  oppose  such  quota. 

Public  Law  87-450  approved  May  15, 
1962,  extended  to  June  15,  1962,  the 
time  for  the  issuance  of  said  proclama¬ 
tion  and  Public  Law  87-485  approved 
June  15,  1962,  further  extended  to  July 
15, 1962,  the  time  for  the  issuance  of  said 
proclamation.  In  view  of  the  limited 
time  between  the  date  of  the  issuance  of 
said  proclamation  and  the  last  date  for 
holding  the  referendum  and  the  neces¬ 
sity  of  giving  public  notice  of  the  date 
of  the  referendum  a  reasonable  time  in 
advance  thereof,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
compliance  with  notice,  public  procedure, 
and  effective  date  provisions  of  section  4 
of  the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  1003)  is  impracticable  and  con¬ 
trary  to  the  public  interest. 

It  is  hereby  determined  that  such 
referendum  shall  be  held  on  July  24, 
1962. 

Effective  date:  Upon  filing  with  the 
Director,  Office  of  the  Federal  Register. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  26th 
day  of  June,  1962. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6596;  Piled.  July  2.  1962; 

2:05  p.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

TRADE  ROUTE  NO.  14-1;  U.S.  ATLAN¬ 
TIC/WEST  COAST  OF  AFRICA 

Notice  of  Determinations  Regarding 
United  States  Flag  Service  Require¬ 
ments 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  June  28, 
1962,  the  Maritime  Administrator,  act¬ 
ing  pursuant  to  section  211  of  the  Mer¬ 
chant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
found  and  determined  that  U.S.  flag 
service  requirements  for  Service  1  of 
Trade  Route  No.  14  are  approximately 
four  freighter  sailings  per  month.  The 
Maritime  Administrator  also  ordered 
that  the  foregoing  conclusions  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Dated:  June  28, 1962. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Administra- 
/  tor. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6471;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:46  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

AIRPORT  DISTRICT  OFFICE  AT 
CARSON  CITY,  NEVADA 

Notice  of  Closing 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  on  or  about 
July  1,  1962,  the  Airport  District  Office 
in  Carson  City,  Nevada,  will  be  closed. 
Services  provided  by  this  office  will  be 
rendered  by  the  Airport  District  Office  to 
be  opened  July  1,  1962,  at  Reno,  Nevada. 
(Sec.  313(a),  72  Stat.  752,  49  U.S.C.  1354) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
28,  1962. 

N.  E.  Halaby, 
Administrator. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6466;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:45  a.m.] 


ATOMIC  ENERGY  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  50-170] 

ARMED  FORCES  RADIOBIOLOGY 
RESEARCH  INSTITUTE 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Facility  License 

Please  take  notice  that  no  request  for 
a  formal  hearing  having  been  filed  fol¬ 
lowing  the  publication  of  notice  of  the 
proposed  action  in  the  Federal  Register, 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has  is¬ 
sued  Facility  License  No.  R-84  to  Armed 
Forces  Radiobiology  Research  Institute, 
authorizing  operation  of  the  Defense 
Atomic  Support  Agency’s  (DASA’s) 
TRIGA  Mark  F  tank-type  nuclear  re¬ 
actor  located  on  the  grounds  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Naval  Medical  Center  in  Bethesda, 
Maryland. 

The  license  as  issued  was  set  forth  in 
the  Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  of  Fa¬ 
cility  License  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  June  1,  1962,  27  F.R.  5154. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  26th 
day  of  June  1962. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Saul  Levine, 

Chief,  Test  and  Power  Reactor 
Safety  Branch,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6463;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:45  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  50-181] 

MARTIN-MARIETTA  CORP. 

Notice  of  Issuance  of  Byproduct 
Material  License 

Please  take  notice  that  no  request  for 
a  formal  hearing  having  been  filed  fol¬ 
lowing  the  publication  of  notice  of 
proposed  action  in  the  Federal  Register, 
the  Atomic  Energy  Commission  has  is¬ 
sued  Byproduct  Material  License  No. 
19-1398-29  (F64)  authorizing  Martin- 
Marietta  Corporation  to  process  Stron¬ 
tium  90  and  contaminants  thereof  at  the 
facility  constructed  in  accordance  with 
Construction  Permit  No.  CPCSF-1  at 
Quehanna,  Pennsylvania. 

The  license  as  issued  is  substantially 
the  same  as  set  forth  in  the  Notice  of 
Proposed  Issuance  of  Byproduct  Ma- 
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terial  License  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  June  9, 1962,  27  F.R.  5518.  The 
only  change  is  the  addition  of  a  provision 
requiring  ieak  testing  of  each  sealed 
source  fabricated  by  Martin-Marietta 
prior  to  transfer  to  an  authorized 
recipient. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  26th 
day  of  June  1962. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Kirk, 

Deputy  Director,  Division 
of  Licensing  and  Regulation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6464;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:45  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  50-130] 

NORTHERN  STATES  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Completion 
Date 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  has  issued  an  order 
extending  to  June  30,  1963  the  latest 
completion  date  specified  in  Construc¬ 
tion  Permit  No.  CPPR-8  for  the  con¬ 
struction  of  a  203  megawatt  (thermal) 
controlled  recirculation  boiling  water  nu¬ 
clear  reactor  to  be  located  at  a  site  ap¬ 
proximately  five  and  one-half  miles 
northeast  of  Sioux  Falls,  South  Dakota. 

Copies  of  the  Commission’s  order  and 
of  the  application  by  Northern  States 
Power  Company  are  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission’s  Public 
Document  Room,  1717  H  Street  NW., 
Washington,  D.C. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  18th 
day  of  June  1962. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

R.  L.  Kirk, 
Director,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6465;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:45  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  50-172,  50-1761 

LOCKHEED  AIRCRAFT  CORP.  AND 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  AIR  FORCE 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issuance  of  Facility 
License 

Please  take  notice  that  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission  proposes  to  issue 
jointly  to  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation 
and  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force,  a 
facility  license  substantially  in  the  form 
set  forth  below.  This  license  authorizes 
possession  by  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  and  operation  by  Lockheed  Air¬ 
craft  Corporation  of  the  Radiation  Ef¬ 
fects  Reactor  at  a  steady  state  power 
level  of  one  megawatt  (thermal).  The 
reactor  is  located  on  a  10,000  acre  site  in 
Dawson  County,  Georgia. 

The  Commission  has  found  that  the 
application,  as  amended,  complies  with 
the  requirements  of  the  Atomic  Energy 
Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  regulations  set  forth  in  10 
CFR  Ch.  I. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  license  the 
facility  will  be  inspected  by  represent¬ 
atives  of  the  Commission  to  determine 
whether  the  facility  has  been  con- 
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structed  in  accordance  with  the  appli¬ 
cation,  as  amended. 

Within  fifteen  (15)  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  the  applicant  may  file  a 
request  for  a  hearing,  and  any  person 
whose  interest  may  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  issuance  of  this  license  may 
file  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene. 

A  request  for  a  hearing  and  petitions 
to  intervene  shall  be  filed  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Commission’s 
regulations  (10  CFR  Part  2).  If  a  re¬ 
quest  for  a  hearing  or  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  is  filed  within  the 
time  prescribed  in  this  notice,  a  notice 
of  hearing  or  an  appropriate  order  will 
be  issued.  If  no  request  for  a  hearing 
or  a  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  is 
filed  within  the  time  prescribed  in  this 
notice,  the  Director  of  Regulation  will 
issue  the  license  fifteen  (15)  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
proposed  issuance  see  (1)  the  applica¬ 
tions  and  amendments  thereto  and  (2) 
the  related  hazards  analysis  prepared  by 
the  Test  and  Power  Reactor  Safety 
Branch  of  the  Division  of  Licensing  and 
Regulation,  all  of  which  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Public  Document  Room,  1717  H 
Street  NW„  Washington,  D.C.  A  copy 
of  item  (2)  above  may  be  obtained  at 
the  Commission’s  Public  Document 
Room,  or  upon  request  addressed  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission,  Washington 
25,  D.C.,  Attention:  Director,  Division  of 
Licensing  and  Regulation. 

Dated  at  Germantown,  Md.,  this  29th 
day  of  June  1962. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Saul  Levine, 

Chief,  Test  and  Power  Reactor 
Safety  Branch,  Division  of  Li¬ 
censing  and  Regulation. 

Proposed  Facility  License 

1.  This  license  applies  to  the  Radiation 
Effects  Reactor  (RER) ,  a  heterogeneous  pres¬ 
surized  water-type  nuclear  reactor  (Air 
Force  Plant  No.  67)  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  “the  reactor”)  which  is  possessed  by  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  and  located  on 
a  10,000  acre  site  in  Dawson  County,  Georgia, 
and  described  in  the  Lockheed  Aircraft  Cor¬ 
poration  application  for  license  dated  Feb¬ 
ruary  23,  1962,  and  amendments  thereto 
dated  April  20,  1962,  and  May  25,  1962,  and 
described  in  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force  application  for  license  dated  March 
15,  1962  and  April  11,  1962  (hereinafter  col¬ 
lectively  referred  to  as  “the  applications”). 
The  reactor  was  constructed  for  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force  as  a  facility  exempt 
from  A  EC  licensing  requirements  under  sec¬ 
tion  91b  of  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as 
amended. 

2.  Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended  (hereinafter  referred  to  as 
“the  Act"),  and  having  considered  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  this  matter,  the  Atomic  Energy  Com¬ 
mission  (hereinafter  referred  to  as  “the 
Commission”)  finds  that: 

A.  The  reactor  as  constructed  will  operate 
in  conformity  with  the  application  and  in 
conformity  with  the  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Commission; 

B.  There  is  reasonable  assurance  that  the 
reactor  can  be  operated  at  the  designated 
location  without  endangering  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public; 


C.  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation,  with 
whom  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  has 
consummated  a  lease  agreement  to  use  the 
facility,  is  technically  and  financially  quali¬ 
fied  to  operate  the  reactor,  to  assume  finan¬ 
cial  responsibility  for  payment  of  Commis¬ 
sion  charges  for  special  nuclear  material  and 
to  undertake  and  carry  out  the  proposed  ac¬ 
tivities  in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
regulations; 

D.  The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  is 
financially  qualified,  and  through  its  con¬ 
tractual  relationship  with  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corporation,  is  technically  qualified,  to  pos¬ 
sess  the  facility; 

E.  Issuance  of  a  license  authorizing  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  to  possess  and 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  to  use  and 
operate  the  facility  and  to  receive,  possess 
and  use  the  special  nuclear  material  in  the 
manner  proposed  in  the  applications  will  not 
be  inimical  to  the  common  defense  and  se¬ 
curity  or  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public; 

F.  The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  is  a 
Federal  Agency  and  need  not  furnish  proof 
of  financial  protection  as  would  otherwise  be 
required  by  subsection  170a  of  the  Act,  and 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  has  submitted 
proof  of  financial  protection  which  satisfies 
the  requirements  of  Commission  regulations 
currently  in  effect. 

3.  Subject  to  the  conditions  and  require¬ 
ments  incorporated  herein,  the  Commission 
hereby  licenses: 

A.  Pursuant  to  section  104c  of  the  Act  and 
Title  10,  CFR,  Chapter  1,  Part  50,  “Licensing 
of  Production  and  Utilization  Facilities”,  the 
Department  of  the  Air  Force  to  possess  and 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  to  use  and 
operate  the  reactor  as  a  utilization  facility 
at  the  designated  location  in  Dawson  County, 
Georgia,  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
and  limitations  described  in  the  applications 
and  this  license; 

B.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  1,  Part  70,  .  “Special  Nuclear  Mate¬ 
rial”,  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  to  re¬ 
ceive,  possess  and  use  up  to  18.8  kilograms  of 
contained  uranium  235  in  connection  with 
operation  of  the  reactor;  and 

C.  Pursuant  to  the  Act  and  Title  10,  CFR, 
Chapter  1,  Part  30,  “Licensing  of  Byproduct 
Material”,  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force 
and  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  to  possess 
but  not  to  separate,  such  byproduct  mate¬ 
rial  as  may  be  produced  by  operation  of  the 
reactor. 

4.  This  license  shall  be  deemed  to  contain 
and  be  subject  to  the  conditions  specified  in 
§  30.32  of  Part  30,  §  50.54  of  Part  50,  and 
§  70.32  of  Part  70,  Title  10,  Chapter  I,  CFR, 
and  to  be  subject  to  all  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Act,  and  to  the  rules  and  regulations 
and  orders  of  the  Commission,  now  or  here¬ 
after  in  effect,  and  to  the  additional  condi¬ 
tions  specified  below: 

A.  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall  not 
operate  the  reactor  at  power  levels  in  excess 
of  1,000  kilowatts  (thermal)  without  prior 
written  authorization  from  the  Commission: 

B.  During  any  work  shift  change  of  per¬ 
sonnel  the  reactor  shall  be  lowered  into  the 
pool,  and  no  change  in  this  procedure  shall 
be  made  without  prior  written  authoriza¬ 
tion  from  the  Commission: 

C.  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
comply  with  the  shutdown  procedures  and 
precautions  described  in  the  application,  and 
the  following  additional  limitations: 

(1)  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
maintain  nuclear  control  instrumentation 
in  operation '  and  shall  assure  that  such  in¬ 
strumentation  is  attended  and  observed  at  all 
times  during  operations  which  could  involve 
changes  in  core  reactivity  when  the  facility 
is  shutdown. 

(2)  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
conduct  core  loading  changes  and  all  other 
operations  which  could  involve  changes  in 
core  reactivity  when  the  facility  is  shutdown 


only  under  the  direct  and  personal  super¬ 
vision  of  a  technically  qualified  and  desig¬ 
nated  supervisor. 

(3)  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
not  conduct  experiments  employing  cryo¬ 
genic  equipment  utilizing  relatively  large 
amounts  of  non-inert  gases  unless  explicit 
and  definitive  information  relative  to  ex¬ 
plosion  hazards  has  been  submitted  to  the 
Commission  for  evaluation,  and  written  au¬ 
thorization  from  the  Commission  has  been 
obtained. 

D.  The  Department  of  the  Air  Force  and 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall  not  per¬ 
mit  or  authorize  any  organization  other  than 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  to  operate 
the  facility  without  prior  written  authoriza¬ 
tion  from  the  Commission: 

E.  Notwithstanding  any  expiration,  modi¬ 
fication,  cancellation  or  termination  of  the 
Lease  Agreement  between  the  Department 
of  the  Air  Force  and  Lockheed  Aircraft  Cor¬ 
poration  dated  April  4,  1962  (hereinafter 
referred  to  as  “the  Agreement”),  Lockheed 
Aircraft  Corporation  shall,  so  long  as  this 
license  shall  be  in  force  with  respect  to  Lock¬ 
heed  Aircraft  Corporation,  be  responsible  for 
assuring  that  the  provisions  of  this  license 
and  Commission  regulations  for  protection 
of  health  and  safety  from  radiation  hazards 
are  observed  with  respect  to  the  facility  and 
materials  covered  by  this  license.  In  the 
event  of  any  expiration,  modification,  can¬ 
cellation  or  termination  of  the  Agreement, 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  or  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force,  may  apply  to  the 
Commission  for  an  appropriate  amendment 
of  this  license  to  terminate  this  license 
insofar  as  it  is  granted  to  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corporation  and  upon  issuance  of  such 
amendment,  the  aforesaid  responsibility  of 
Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall  cease 
and  terminate.  Until  such  amendment  is 
issued,  the  Department  of  the  Air  Force  shall 
in  no  way  prevent  Lockheed  Aircraft  Cor¬ 
poration  from  observing  the  requirements 
set  forth  in  this  condition. 

F.  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
promptly  submit  a  written  report  to  the 
Commission  whenever,  during  operation  of 
the  reactor  any  of  the  operating  conditions 
or  characteristics  of  the  reactor,  which  might 
affect  nuclear  safety,  is  observed  to  vary 
significantly  from  its  predicted  value. 

G.  As  promptly  as  practicable,  but  no  later 
than  60  days  after  the  Initial  criticality  of 
the  facility,  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation 
shall  submit  a  written  report  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  describing  the  measured  values  of  the 
operating  conditions  or  characteristics  listed 
below  and  evaluating  any  significant  varia¬ 
tion  of  a  measured  value  from  the  corre¬ 
sponding  predicted  value: 

(1)  Maximum  excess  reactivity  of  the  fa¬ 
cility,  not  including  the  worth  of  control 
rods  or  other  control  devices  such  as  burn¬ 
able  poison  strips  or  soluble  poison,  or  any 
experiments; 

(2)  Total  control  rod  worth; 

(3)  Minimum  shutdown  margin  both  at 
room  and  operating  temperature; 

(4)  Maximum  worth  of  the  single  control 
rod  of  highest  reactivity  value;  and 

(5)  Maximum  total  and  individual  worth 
of  any  fixed  or  movable  experiments  inserted 
in  the  facility. 

Records 

H.  In  addition  to  those  otherwise  required 
under  this  license  and  applicable  regula¬ 
tions,  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
keep  the  following  records: 

(1)  Reactor  operating  records,  including 
power  levels. 

(2)  Records  of  in-pile  irradiations. 

(3)  Records  showing  radioactivity  released 
or  discharged  into  the  air  or  water  beyond 
the  effective  control  of  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corporation  as  measured  at  the  point  of  such 
release  or  discharge. 
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(4)  Records  of  emergency  reactor  scrams, 
including  reasons  for  emergency  shutdowns. 

1.(1)  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  shall 
immediately  report  to  the  Commission  in 
writing  any  indication  or  occurrence  of  a 
possible  unsafe  condition  relating  to  the 
operation  of  the  reactor. 

(2)  A  copy  of  any  notice  of  intent  to  ter¬ 
minate  or  modify  the  Agreement  submitted 
by  either  party  to  the  other  shall  be  fur¬ 
nished  simultaneously  to  the  Commission. 
On  or  before  February  4,  1963,  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Air  Force  and  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corporation  shall  notify  the  Commission  as 
to  whether  the  Agreement  will  expire  on 
April  4,  1963. 


Communications 


J.  Communications  from  the  Commission 
with  respect  to  activities  under  this  license 
shall  be  directed  to  the  Director,  Georgia 
Nuclear  Laboratories,  Lockheed  Aircraft  Cor¬ 
poration,  and  notice  to  such  individual  shall 
constitute  notice  to  both  Lockheed  Aircraft 


Corporation  and  the  Department  of  the  Air 
Force. 

5.  Pursuant  to  §  50.60  of  the  regulations  in 
Title  10,  Chapter  1,  CFR,  Part  50,  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  allocated  to  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corporation  for  use  in  connection  with  the 
facility  18.8  kilograms  of  uranium  235  con¬ 
tained  in  uranium  enriched  in  the  isotope 
uranium  235.  Estimated  schedules  of  special 
nuclear  material  transfers  to  Lockheed  Air¬ 
craft  Corporation  and  returns  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  are  contained  in  Appendix  “A”  which 
is  attached  hereto.  Shipments  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  to  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation  in 
accordance  with  column  2  in  Appendix  “A”, 
will  be  conditioned  upon  Lockheed  Aircraft 
Corporation  return  to  the  Commission  of 
material  substantially  in  accordance  with 
column  3  of  Appendix  “A”. 

6.  This  license  is  effective  as  of  the  date  of 
issuance  and  shall  expire  on  April  4,  1963. 


Date  of  issuance :  — . 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 


Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation 
(Air  Force  Plaut  No.  67] 

FACILITY  LICENSE 


Estimated  Schedule  of  Transfers  of  Special  Nuclear  Material  From  the  Commission  to  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation 
and  to  the  Commission  From  Lockheed  Aircraft  Corporation 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Returns  by  LAC  to 

Net  yearly 

Cumulative 

Transfers 

AEC.  U-235 

distribution 

distribution 

Dale  of  transfer  (fiscal  year) 

from  AEC 

including 

including 

to  LAC 

cumulative 

cumulative 

kgs.  U-235 

Recoverable 

Spent  hot 

losses 

losses 

cold  scrap 

fuel 

kgs.  U-235 

kgs.  U-235 

1963 . 

17.9 

0 

0 

17.9 

17.9 

1964 . 

0 

0 

4.9 

(4.9) 

13.0 

1965 . 

6.8 

» 1.6 

4.9 

0.3 

13.3 

1966 . 

6.8 

» 1.6 

4.9 

0.3 

13.6 

1967 . 

6.8 

» 1.6 

0 

5.2 

18.8 

1968 . 

0 

0 

1  4. 9 

(4.9) 

J  13.9 

38.3 

4.8 

19.6 

*  13.9 

1  Inventory  to  be  returned. 

»  Fabrication  and  bumup  losses. 

*  Assumed  to  be  returned  by  fabricator. 


[F.R.  Doc.  62-6558;  Filed,  July  3,  1962;  8:59  a.m.] 
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[Docket  13743] 

NORTH  CENTRAL  AREA  AIRLINE 
SERVICE  AIRPORT  INVESTIGATION 

Order  Instituting  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  29th  day  of  June  1962 
The  Civil  Aeronautics  Board  has  be¬ 
come  increasingly  concerned  over  the  use 
or  establishment  of  separate  air  carrier 
airports  in  cities  sufficiently  close  to  be 
served  through  one  airport.  The  Board 
believes  that  in  many  instances  the  use 
of  two  or  more  airports  by  the  scheduled 
airlines  in  serving  an  area  tends  to 
diminish  the  services  to  each  airport 
and  increase  the  cost  of  air  transporta¬ 
tion.  Contrariwise,  the  concentration 
of  the  ^services  provided  to  an  area 
through  the  use  of  one  airport  will  often 
improve  the  service  offered  by  both 
scheduled  airlines  and  general  aviation 
at  reduced  costs.  Our  interest  is  in  a 
determination  as  to  whether  consolida¬ 
tion  of  services  to  two  or  more  separate 
cities  at  a  single  airport  would,  without 
substantial  inconvenience  to  the  air 
passengers,  produce  more  economical 


airline  operations,  improved  scheduling, 
better  quality  of  service  through  the  use 
of  larger  equipment,  and  an  overall  im¬ 
provement  in  air  service  to  the  area. 
Though  the  Board  will  continue  to  have 
opportunity  to  consider  specific  single¬ 
airport  issues  in  formal  proceedings,  it 
does  not  appear  that  this  point-by-point 
approach  will  effectively  increase  the 
quality  of  airline  service  or  produce  the 
desired  economies  within  a  reasonable 
period  of  time.  The  Board  has  decided 
that  it  would  be  preferable  to  select  a 
number  of  pairs  of  points  within  a  given 
area  to  provide  the  most  effective,  ex¬ 
peditious  and  equitable  solution  to  the 
problems  raised. 

The  Board,  therefore,  is  instituting  a 
series  of  area  airline  service  airport  in¬ 
vestigations  in  which  it  will  consider  the 
designation  of  single  airports  for  those 
points  which  appear  to  be  capable  of 
being  adequately  served  through  a 
single  airline  airport.  Generally  speak¬ 
ing,  the  initial  reference  point  for  con¬ 
sideration  of  whether  an  airport  might 
usefully  serve  two  or  more  communities 
is  the  distance  between  them.  For  such 
purpose,  we  have  initially  focussed  on 
points  located  within  a  50 -mile  radius  of 
each  other.  Thereafter,  other  con¬ 
siderations,  as  set  forth,  have  "been  given 
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greater  'weight.  These  area  airport 
investigations,  which  look  toward  the 
possibility  of  combining  scheduled  air 
services  at  single  airports,  do  not  involve 
any  intent  or  effort  to  determine  the 
airport  needs  of  general  aviation.  Air¬ 
ports  are  highly  desirable  for  the  eco¬ 
nomic  well-being  of  communities,  and  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  the  Board  to 
minimize  the  importance  of  airports  for 
general  aviation  purposes. 

This  is  the  second  airline  service  air¬ 
port  investigation  instituted  by  the 
Board  and  will  pertain  to  points  served 
by  North  Central  Airlines.1  This  car¬ 
rier  has  been  selected  because  its  routes 
involve  the  greatest  number  of  adjacent 
points,  which  may  be  served  through  a 
single  airport,  authorized  to  any  indi¬ 
vidual  local  carrier.  It  should  be  noted, 
however,  that  Michigan  pairs  will  be 
excluded  from  this  proceeding  in  view 
of  a  forthcoming  Great  Lakes  “Use  It  or 
Lose  It”  Investigation  Case,  which  will 
involve  many  of  these  points.  Appro¬ 
priate  airline  service  issues  will  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  that  proceeding. 

The  Board  has  decided  that  in  an  in¬ 
vestigation  to  determine  whether  an  area 
airline  service  airport  is  warranted  cer¬ 
tain  fundamental  factors,  as  set  forth 
below,  will  be  studied.  The  factors  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  desirability  of  a  single  air¬ 
port,  it  should  be  noted,  are  only  guide¬ 
lines  for  investigation  and  decision. 
Each  case  will  be  carefully  weighed  on 
all  factors  presented  in  the  proceeding, 
and  the  final  Board  decision  will  be  made 
on  the  record  there  developed. 

I.  Airport  accessibility.  We  recognize 
that  the  usefulness  of  airline  service 
must  take  into  account  not  only  flight 
performance  and  schedule  availability, 
for  example,  but  also  consideration  of 
airport  accessibility.  Significant  aspects 
of  accessibility  include  the  travel  time 
between  the  airport  and  the  point  being 
served,  as  well  as  the  availability  of 
public  and  private  transportation.  In 
this  context,  we  would  normally  consider 
that  a  community  could  not  be  ade¬ 
quately  served  through  an  airport  which 
was  more  than  one  hour’s  ground  time 
away.  The  following  items,  among 
others,  would  be  pertinent  to  the  question 
of  accessibility:  (1)  Weather  conditions, 
(2)  geographical  conditions,  (3)  present 
and  future  road  conditions,  and  (4) 
present  and  future  means  of  transporta¬ 
tion  to  and  from  the  airport. 

n.  Traffic.  A.  Traffic  experience  will 
be  a  major  factor  to  be  considered.  In 
many  instances,  traffic  will  determine 
the  weight  to  be  given  all  other  factors. 
For  example,  if  a  point  is  more  than  a 
one-hour  drive  away  from  a  potential 
area  airline  service  airport,  but  is  pres¬ 
ently  originating  less  than  five  passen¬ 
gers  per  day,  it  might  still  be  deemed 
advisable  to  designate  the  area  airport  to 
serve  the  point  in  question.  However,  if 
the  point  was  presently  originating  five 
or  more  passengers  per  day,  the  time- 
distance  factor  would  weigh  in  favor  of 
not  designating  that  airport  to  serve  the 
point  in  question.  In  this  regard,  it 
should  be  noted  that  achieving  the  basic 


1  The  first,  the  New  England  Regional  Air¬ 
port  Investigation,  Docket  13494,  was  Insti¬ 
tuted  on  March  23, 1962,  Order  E-18146. 
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standards  of  the  “use  it  or  lose  it”  policy, 
i.e.,  five  passengers  originated  per  day, 
seven  passengers  per  segment  flight,  does 
not  indicate  that  flights  must  go  to  that 
point,  but  is  rather  an  indication  that 
such  point  meets  a  standard  which  the 
Board  has  used  in  determining  whether 
or  not  that  point  should  be  served.  Such 
a  point  may  be  adequately  or  even  better 
served  by  an  adjacent  airport.  Thus,  the 
fact  that  a  point  is  meeting  the  “use  it 
or  lose  it”  standard  does  not  necessarily 
mean  it  should  be  served  through  its  own 
airport. 

B.  Frequency  of  service  has  been 
shown  to  have  a  direct  relationship  to 
increased  traffic  development  in  many 
instances.  Where,  in  a  given  situation, 
it  would  appear  that  schedules  and  fre¬ 
quency  of  service  would  improve  by  the 
use  of  an  area  airline  service  airport  over 
that  presently  provided  at  the  point  or 
points  in  question,  a  factor  favorable  to 
the  institution  of  an  area  airport  exists. 
In  this  regard,  it  is  expected  that  the  air 
carrier  serving  an  area  airport  would  be 
permitted  to  advertise  this  as  service  to 
all  the  individual  points  served  by  that 
airport.  Permission  to  so  advertise 
would  provide  an  advertising  flexibility 
which  should  prove  of  value  to  both  car¬ 
riers  and  communities. 

C.  Direction  of  traffic  flow:  We  will 
give  considerable  weight  to  the  air  traffic 
pattern  of  points  to  be  served  through 
area  airports.  Area  airline  airports  will 
be  most  effective  where  they  are  so  lo¬ 
cated  as  to  avoid  a  situation  where  the 
passenger  must  “backhaul”  a  substantial 
distance  to  the  airport  to  fly  to  his  desti¬ 
nation.  Time  and  cost  considerations 
suggest  that  “backhaul”  characteristics 
of  area  airports  may  be  significant  de¬ 
terrents  to  traffic  development,  especially 
in  short-haul  markets. 

III.  Airport  capabilities.  A.  To  be 
considered  for  designation  as  an  area 
airline  service  airport,  an  airport  should 
be,  or  be  capable  of  becoming,  an  all- 
weather  airport  having  an  instrument 
landing  system,  runway  lighting,  a  con¬ 
trol  tower,  at  least  a  5,000-foot  runway, 
facilities  for  plane  maintenance  and 
housing,  and  facilites  for  the  con¬ 
venience  of  the  public. 

B.  Determinative  factors  in  area  air¬ 
line  service  airport  selection  will  be  an 
airport’s  present  condition,  the  ability  to 
transform  an  existing  airport  into  an  ac¬ 
ceptable  area  airport,  and  the  practical¬ 
ity  of  building  a  new  area  airport. 

IV.  Cost.  Present  in  all  area  airline 
service  airport  investigations  will  be  the 
question  of  cost;  cost  to  all  concerned, 
the  communities,  the  carriers,  and  the 
public  in  general.  Community  cost 
questions  will  include  such  items  as  the 
cost  of  ground  transportation  and  the 
cost  of  further  or  new  construction  of 
airport  facilities  and  runways.  Included 
among  carrier-cost  questions  will  be  the 
system  and  local  station  expenses  and 
such  costs  as  those  involving  changes  in 
equipment  which  might  be  used  at  the 
area  airports.  Costs  to  the  public  in 
general  would  include  the  overall  ques¬ 
tion  of  subsidy,  and  the  funds,  expended 
in  airport  facility  and  public  highway 
construction. 

After  the  consideration  of  facts  avail¬ 
able  to  the  Board  and  in  light  of  the 
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foregoing  considerations,  we  have  deter¬ 
mined  to  institute  an  investigation  into 
whether  the  following  pairs  and  com¬ 
plexes  of  points  should  be  jointly  served 
through  single  area  airline  service 
airports; 

Appleton-Oshkosh. 

Ashland-Iron  wood . 

Clintonville-Green  Bay. 

La  Crosse- Winona. 

Land  O’Lakes-Rhinelander. 

Marshfield  -  Wausau . 

Marshfield-Wlsconsin  Rapids/ Stevens  Point. 
Wausau-Wisconsin  Rapids/Stevens  Point. 

Our  immediate  objective  in  this  inves¬ 
tigation  is  to  determine  the  extent  to 
which  each  of  the  point  pairs  here  in¬ 
volved  should  be  served  through  a  single 
existing  airport.  In  addition,  we  will 
also  be  prepared  to  explore  the  extent 
to  which  the  construction  of  a  new  air¬ 
port  in  any  particular  area  here  involved 
may  represent  a  sound  long-term  solu¬ 
tion  to  airline  service  problems. 
Accordingly ,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  an  investigation,  to  be  known 
as  the  North  Central  Area  Airline  Serv¬ 
ice  Airport  Investigation,  Docket  13743, 
be  and  it  hereby  is  instituted,  pursuant 
to  sections  204,  401,  and  1001  of  the 
Act,  to  determine  whether  the  public 
convenience  and  necessity  require  the 
alteration,  amendment,  or  modification 
of  the  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  of  North  Central  Airlines, 
Inc.,  in  such  a  manner  as  to  require  that 
the  following  pairs  and  complexes  of 
points  be  served  through  a  single  airport: 

1.  Appleton-Oshkosh. 

2.  Ashland-Ironwood. 

3.  Cllntonvllle-Green  Bay. 

4.  La  Crosse-Winona. 

5.  Land  O’Lakes-Rhinelander. 

6.  Marshfield- Wausau. 

7.  Marshfield-Wisconsin  Rapids/ Stevens 
Point. 

8.  Wausau-Wisconsin  Rapids/Stevens 
Point. 

2.  That  a  copy  of  this  order  shall 
be  served  upon  North  Central  Airlines, 
Inc.,  and  the  communities  described 
above,  who  are  hereby  made  parties' to 
this  proceeding ; 

3.  That  a  copy  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  upon  the  Wisconsin  State  Aero¬ 
nautics  Commission,  the  Minnesota  De¬ 
partment  of  Aeronautics,  and  the 
Michigan  Department  of  Aeronautics. 

4.  That  the  proceeding  ordered  herein 
be  assigned  for  hearing  before  an  ex¬ 
aminer  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  to  be  designated,  and 

5.  That  this  order  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

Tseal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-6513;  Piled,  July  3,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 
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ASSOCIATED  AIR  TRANSPORT,  INC. 

Order  To  Show  Cause  Why  Certificate 
Should  Not  Be  Denied 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  29th  day  of  June  1962. 


In  the  matter  of  the  Large  Irregular 
Air  Carrier  Investigation,  Docket  5132, 
et  al.;  and  in  the  matter  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  of  Associated  Air  Transport,  Inc., 
Docket  12081;  for  renewal  of  its  tem¬ 
porary  certificate  of  public  convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  supplemental 
air  services. 

Pursuant  to  Order  E-13436,  adopted 
January  28,  1959,  the  Board  awarded 
Associated  Air  Transport,  Inc.  (Associ¬ 
ated)  a  temporary  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  for  supple¬ 
mental  air  service  between  any  point  in 
any  State  of  the  United  States,  or  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  any  other 
point  in  any  State  of  the  United  States 
or  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  with  re¬ 
spect  to  persons  or  property.  This  cer¬ 
tificate  became  effective  on  March  30, 
1959,  and  by  its  terms  was  to  expire  on 
March  30,  1961.1 

On  January  27,  1961,  Associated  filed 
the  subject  application  for  renewal  of 
its  temporary  certificate.2 

Based  on  the  carrier’s  records  filed 
with  the  Board  and  upon  information 
now  available  to  the  Board,  we  tenta¬ 
tively  conclude  that  Associated  is  hot  fit, 
willing  or  able  to  perform  properly  the 
services  authorized  by  its  temporary 
certificate,  and  to  conform  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Act  and  the  rules,  regu¬ 
lations  and  requirements  of  the  Board 
thereunder,  and  that  its  application  for 
renewal  should  accordingly  be  denied. 

The  Board,  by  Order  E-13436,  supra, 
found  that  certain  applicants  were  qual¬ 
ified  to  receive  certificates  of  five  years’ 
duration,  and  that  certain  others,  of 
which  Associated  was  one,  whose  qualifi¬ 
cations  were  found  to  be  less  acceptable 
than  those  of  the  first  group,  should  be 
awarded  certificates  of  a  lesser  duration 
(viz.,  two  years).3  The  Board  declined 
to  certificate  Associated  for  a  five-year 
term  because  of  doubts  of  overall  opera¬ 
tional  ability  based  largely  on  its  re¬ 
ported  financial  position.4 

More  than  three  years  have  passed 
since  applicant  was  granted  its  certifi¬ 
cate  and  the  deficiencies  and  weakness 
in  its  financial  structure,  which  at  that 
time  cast  serious  doubt  on  the  carrier’s 
operational  ability  to  perform  supple¬ 
mental  air  services,  have  currently  be¬ 
come  so  pronounced  that  Associated 
presently  has  not  even  a  going-concern 
status.  Applicant  has  conducted  no 
operations  whatsover  since  March  9, 
1962,  the  date  its  air  carrier  certificate 
was  revoked  by  the  Administrator  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency/’  The  alleged 
violations  of  the  Civil  Air  Regulations 
regarding  inadequate  operations  and 
maintenance  appear  to  have  flowed  di¬ 
rectly  from  the  carrier’s  increasingly 
precarious  financial  condition  which  is 
more  fully  explained  below.  In  addition 


1By  order  E-14509,  adopted  October  1, 
1959,  the  Board  clarified  certain  provisions 
of  the  certificate  and  reissued  an  amended 
certificate. 

2  Associated’s  certificate  has  remained  in 
effect  by  virtue  of  section  9(b)  of  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Procedure  Act.  5  U.S.C.  1008 
(1946). 

3  See  Order  E-13436  at  pp.  43-44. 

4  Jd.t  at  p.  44. 

3  On  March  26,  1962,  the  Administrator  of 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  filed  a  complaint 
indicating  that  on  March  9,  1962,  he  had 
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to  the  present  dormant  state  of  applicant 
resulting  from  the  revocation  and  sus¬ 
pension  of  its  air  carrier  certificate,  it 
should  be  noted  that  for  several  months 
prior  to  the  revocation  Associated  was 
deprived  of  a  major  source  of  revenue 8 
by  virtue  of  MATS’  finding  of  November 
1961  that  the  carrier  was  not  qualified 
to  participate  in  air  operations  for  the 
military  establishment.7  In  the  light  of 
carrier’s  dire  financial  straits,  the  likeli¬ 
hood  of  its  qualifying  for  future  MATS 
contracts  appears  no  brighter  than  its 
prospects  for  successfully  meeting  the 
requirements  of  the  Civil  Air  Regula¬ 
tions — a  prerequisite  to  restoration  of  its 
air  carrier  certificate  by  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency. 

Information  available  to  the  Board 
and  the  results  of  a  recent  investigation 
of  the  carrier’s  financial  records  by  the 
Board’s  auditors  disclose  in  detail  the 
extremities  of  Associated’s  financial  posi¬ 
tion  and  underscores  its  steady  economic 
deterioration,  while  at  the  same  time 
portending  the  apparent  hopelessness  of 
the  carrier  ever  again  attaining  a  going- 
concern  status  based  on  a  sound  fiscal 
structure.*  Thus,  an  analysis  of  the  car¬ 
rier’s  financial  condition  as  at  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1961,  shows  total  current  assets 
of  $113,093  against  total  current  liabil¬ 
ities  of  $399,203,  or  a  current  adverse 
ratio  of  approximately  1  to  4;  cash  and 
receivables  of  only  $76,093  as  opposed  to 
current  liabilities  of  $399,203,  or  an  ad¬ 
verse  liquidity  ratio  of  about  1  to  5;  a 
negative  earned  surplus  of  $213,930;  a 
working  capital  deficit  of  $286,113;  *  un¬ 
paid  and  past  due  trade  accounts  of 


issued  an  Emergency  Order  of  Revocation, 
revoking  the  air  carrier  certificate  held  by 
Associated.  The  Administrator’s  complaint 
charged  specific  violations  of  the  Civil  Air 
Regulations  resulting  from  Inadequacies  in 
operations  and  maintenance  (underlining 
supplied) .  Respondent  filed  an  appeal  with 
the  Board  on  March  19,  1962,  and  on  April 
18,  1962,  the  Examiner’s  order  was  Issued 
terminating  the  proceeding  following  mod¬ 
ification  by  the  Administrator  of  the  revoca¬ 
tion  order  to  provide  for  suspension  of  re¬ 
spondent’s  air  carrier  operating  certificate 
until  such  time  as  respondent  meets  the 
requirements  for  the  original  issuance  of 
said  certificate.  Administrator  v.  Associated 
Air  Transport,  Inc.,  Docket  SE-280. 

8  Financial  and  Statistical  Reports  for  the 
year  ended  December  30,  1960,  indicate  that 
approximately  56%  of  Associated’s  gross 
revenues  were  derived  from  military  air 
service  operations. 

7  In  November  1961,  Associated  received  the 
following  telegram  from  MTMA:  “As  a  result 
of  the  recent  capability  survey,  Headquarters 
MATS  has  determined  that  Associated  Air 
Transport  is  not  capable  of  performing  the 
service  required  because  of  failure  to  meet 
financial  maintenance  safety  and  standard 
of  service  requirements.”  Again  it  would 
appear  that  MATS'  action,  like  that  of  the 
Administrator,  was  occasioned  by  the  car¬ 
rier’s  financial  distress. 

8  Special  Audit  of  Associated  Air  Transport, 
Inc.,  by  Office  of  Carrier  Acounts  and  Statis¬ 
tics,  completed  April  20,  1962. 

•  Associated’s  Financial  and  Statistical  Re¬ 
ports  for  the  year  ended  December  31,  1961, 
show  a  net  decrease  in  working  capital  deficit 
of  $26,651  from  the  previous  year.  However, 
the  Board’s  audit  revealed  this  apparent  im¬ 
provement  was  actually  achieved  by  the  sale 
of  fixed  assets  rather  than  as  a  result  of 
operations. 
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$186,233,  including  payables  totaling 
$137,159  (60%)  that  were  incurred  before 
October  1,  1961.  The  amount  paid  on 
these  accounts  between  October  1,  1961 
and  December  31,  1961  was  only  $13,537. 
Associated’s  own  statistical  reports  show 
that  as  of  September  30,  1961,  it  had  an 
accounts  payable  balance  of  $197,133.57, 
of  which  amount  approximately  $60,000 
was  at  least  6  months  old  and  an  addi¬ 
tional  $33,000  more  than  9  months  old.10 
The  Board’s  audit  also  revealed  that  at 
December  31,  1961,  the  carrier  had  notes 
payable  in  the  sum  of  $114,797.  The 
audit  adjusted  $52,000  of  this  amount  to 
reflect  defaulted  portion  of  a  long-term 
debt  as  a  current  liability  applicable  to 
thirteen  monthly  payments  of  $4,000, 
each  of  which  was  in  default  at  Decem¬ 
ber  31  on  a  note  payable  to  the  Peoples 
Trust  of  Bergen  County,  New  Jersey.11 

Further  indication  of  the  progressive 
deterioration  of  Associated’s  financial 
structure  is  furnished  by  the  carrier’s 
profit  and  loss  statement  for  the  year 
ended  December  31,  1961,  which  shows 
a  net  loss  of  $120,372  compared  to  a  net 
loss  of  $81,209.32  for  a  like  period  in 
1960.  The  applicant’s  precarious  posi¬ 
tion  is  also  reflected  by  overdrawn  bank 
accounts  in  each  of  the  quarterly  re¬ 
porting  periods  of  1961.  As  of  Decem¬ 
ber  31,  1961,  bank  accounts  showed  a 
deficit  of  $19,073  which,  after  adjustment 
by  the  Board’s  auditors,  indicated  a  defi¬ 
cit  of  $9,362  as  the  carrier’s  true  cash 
position.  Moreover,  its  accounts  on  De¬ 
cember  31,  1961,  listed  accrued  back 
wages  and  salaries  in  excess  of  $33,000, 
which  by  March  31,  1962,  had  increased 
to  $49,522.u  In  addition  to  the  fore¬ 
going  illustrations  evidencing  the  car¬ 
rier’s  economic  prostration,  information 
available  to  the  Board  demonstrates  that 
Associated  has  shown  a  continuous  capi¬ 
tal  deficit  since  some  time  in  1956.” 

In  considering  the  disposition  of  the 
carrier’s  application  for  renewal,  it 
should  also  be  noted  that  Associated  has 
freely  and  publicly  admitted14  that  its 


10  Patently,  a  carrier’s  ability  to  meet  its 
current  obligations  as  they  fall  due  is  an 
important  indicator  of  a  carrier’s  fitness  and 
capability  to  sustain  and  provide  adequate 
and  proper  service. 

11  This  note  was  secured  by  a  Curtis  Super 
46  C  aircraft.  On  January  31,  1961,  the 
aircraft  made  a  crash  landing  at  Miami  In¬ 
ternational  Airport  and  was  taken  to  Airtech 
Services,  Inc.,  for  necessary  repairs.  The  in¬ 
surance  company  paid  $16,562  of  the  $19,256 
total  repair  costs  and  Associated  was  billed 
for  the  remaining  $2,694.  These  costs  have 
not  been  paid  and  as  a  result  Airtech  has 
been  in  possession  of  the  aircraft  since  the 
crash. 

12  Relative  to  Associated’s  current  opera¬ 
tional  inactivity  and  chaotic  financial  status, 
it  is,  we  feel,  significant  that  by  March  17, 
1962,  all  employees  except  the  officers  had 
been  released.  The  officers  resigned  on 
March  30,  1962. 

12  In  1957  Associated  acquired  certain 
shares  of  treasury  stock  while  its  capital 
was  in  a  deficit.  This  apparently  was  a  vio¬ 
lation  of  Section  160  of  the  Delaware  Cor¬ 
poration  Law.  Associated  was  incorporated 
under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Delaware  in 
1946. 

14  Joint  Application  of  Associated  Air 
Transport,  Inc.  and  California  Airmotive 
Corporation,  for  approval  of  acquisition  of 
control  under  section  408(a)  of  the  Act,  filed 
with  the  Board  April  9,  1962,  in  Docket 
13532. 
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mounting  financial  losses,  inability  to 
meet  its  outstanding  obligations  and  the 
pressing  demands  of  its  creditors,,  to¬ 
gether  with  the  current  suspensions  by 
MACS  and  FAA,  have  had  the  cumula¬ 
tive  effect  of  forcing  the  corporation  to 
the  brink  of  bankruptcy,  thus  placing 
the  future  status  of  Associated  as  an  op¬ 
erating  supplemental  air  carrier  in  grave 
jeopardy.15 

The  carrier’s  long  history  of  financial 
instability  and  unchecked  economic 
decline  to  the  point  of  expiration,  as 
illustrated  by  the  economic  deficiencies 
herein  cited,  leads  the  Board  to  tenta¬ 
tively  conclude  that  it  lacks  the  necessary 
financial  ability  to  warrant  renewal  of 
its  supplemental  air  carrier  authority. 

Related  to  its  poor  financial  health, 
there  is  another  factor  directly  related 
to  applicant’s  qualifications  of  fitness, 
which  the  Board  tentatively  concludes 
operates  strongly  against  the  renewal  of 
the  carrier’s  certificate.  Thus,  the  rec¬ 
ord  amply  demonstrates  a  lack  of  sound 
operational  capability.  The  Board  would 
be  remiss  in  its  obligation  to  protect  the 
public  were  it  to  hold  fit  a  carrier  who  is 
unable  satisfactorily  to  meet  the  opera¬ 
tional  standards  necessary  for  issuance 
of  an  air  carrier  operating  certificate 
under  Title  VT  of  the  Act.  Further,  the 
Board  can  and  should  give  weight  to  the 
determination  of  another  Government 
agency  that  the  carrier  is  operationally 
unfit  to  provide  service  which  is  of  a 
type  comparable  to  that  performed  for 
normal  civil  traffic.  The  Board  is 
charged  by  its  statute,  in  carrying  out  its 
powers  and  duties,  with  the  responsibil¬ 
ity  of  assuring  the  highest  degree  of 
safety  in  air  transportation.  It  would 
certainly  be  derelict  in  these  responsi¬ 
bilities  were  it  to  ignore  this  carrier’s 
unfortunate  operational  history. 

Moreover,  it  is  our  firm  judgment  based 
upon  experience  that  a  virtually  bank¬ 
rupt  carrier,  struggling  to  continue 
operations,  is  less  likely  to  conduct  its 
operations  in  a  manner  consistent  with 
the  highest  possible  degree  of  care  and 
efficiency  required  by  the  public  interest 
than  an  economically  sound  one. 

Upon  careful  consideration  of  the  fore¬ 
going  and  acting  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of  1958, 
as  amended,  and  the  Board’s  Economic 
Regulations,  the  Board  finds  that  Asso¬ 
ciated  should  be  directed  to  show  cause 
within  20  days  from  the  date  of  this 
order  why  the  Board  should  not  deny 
its  application  for  renewal  of  its  certifi¬ 
cate  of  public  convenience  and  necessity. 

The  proposed  action  raises  the  further 
question  as  to  the  disposition  of  the 
authority  of  the  carrier  to  engage  in 
overseas  and  foreign  air  transportation. 
Pursuant  to  Order  E-9744,  adopted  No¬ 
vember  15,  1955,  the  carrier  has  an 


1G  It  is  noted  that  on  June  11,  1962,  a  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Enforcement  and  a  Complaint 
against  Associated  Air  Transport,  Inc.,  Cali¬ 
fornia  Airmotive  Corporation,  Allen  L.  Paul¬ 
son  and  Edward  Lund,  Respondents,  was  filed 
in  Docket  13693.  The  complaint,  seeking  di¬ 
vestiture  of  all  rights,  assets  and  interests 
acquired  by  California  Airmotive  and  its 
officers  in  Associated  by  virtue  of  an  exe¬ 
cuted  agreement,  alleges,  inter  alia,  that  both 
corporations  violated  sections  408  and  409  of 
the  Act. 
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interim  operating  authorization  to  en¬ 
gage  in  overseas  air  transportation. 
The  carrier  also  holds  a  letter  of  regis¬ 
tration,  No.  1758,  issued  under  Part  291 
of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations,  to 
engage  in  foreign  air  transportation  of 
property  as  a  large  irregular  air  carrier. 

These  rights  conferred  by  Order  E- 
9744  and  the  carrier’s  individual  letter 
of  registration  expire,  by  their  terms,  60 
days  after  the  Board  finally  disposes,  in 
Docket  5132,  et  al.,  of  the  carrier’s  ap¬ 
plications  for  certificate  and  exemption 
authority  to  conduct  supplemental  serv¬ 
ices  in  overseas  and  foreign  air  trans¬ 
portation.1* 

The  Board  concludes  that  the  same 
considerations  outlined  above,  which  led 
us  to  the  tentative  conclusion  that  As¬ 
sociated’s  application  for  renewal  of  its 
certificate  authorizing  interstate  supple¬ 
mental  air  services  be  denied,  apply  with 
equal  force  to  Associated’s  applications 
for  overseas  and  foreign  authorization. 
Accordingly,  the  Board  will  also  direct 
Associated,  within  20  days  from  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  this  order,  to  show  cause  why 
its  applications  for  foreign  and  overseas 
authorization,  which  have  been  consoli¬ 
dated  into  Docket  5132,  et  al.,17  should 
not  be  denied. 

Noio,  therefore,  it  is  ordered: 

1.  That  Associated  and  all  other  per¬ 
sons  having  an  interest  herein  show 
cause  why  the  carrier’s  application  for 
renewal  of  its  certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  and  its  pending 
applications  in  Docket  5132,  et  al.,  for 
overseas  and  foreign  authorizations 
should  not  be  denied ; 

2.  That  any  interested  persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  file  a  memorandum  in  opposition 
or  exceptions  to  the  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  of  this  tentative  decision 
shall  file  such  objections  within  20  days 
from  the  date  hereof;  and  that  such  ob¬ 
jections  shall  specify,  by  separately  num¬ 
bered  paragraphs,  the  part  of  the  ten¬ 
tative  decision  excepted  to  and  state  the 
grounds  thereof;  and  such  objections 
filed  by  persons  other  than  Associated 
shall  be  accompanied  by  a  petition  to 
intervene  in  the  form  prescribed  by  Rule 
15  of  the  board’s  rules  of  practice; 

3.  That  any  objection  to  the  tentative 
decision  not  filed  within  the  20-day  pe¬ 
riod  or  in  the  form  specified  herein  shall 
be  deemed  waived; 

4.  That,  if  proper  objections  are  filed 
within  the  20 -day  period  specified  above, 
this  proceeding  shall  be  set  for  hearing, 
and  the  hearing  shall  be  limited,  to  the 
extent  practicable  and  consistent  with 
the  public  interest,  to  consideration  of 
issues  raised  by  the  objections  filed;  and 

5.  That  this  order  shall  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6514;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:53  a.m.] 


16  See  footnote  1,  page  2,  of  Order  E-16277, 
adopted  January  17.  1961.  Large  Irregular 
Air  Carrier  Investigation,  Docket  5132,  et  al. 
By  this  order,  the  Board,  among  other  things, 
deferred  action  on  Associated’s  applications 
for  overseas  and  foreign  authority. 

17 Dockets  3874  (exemption  application), 
5372  and  5373  (certificate  applications)  were 
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FLORIDA  GULFCOAST  BROAD¬ 
CASTERS,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Memorandum,  Opinion  and  Order 

Staying  Decision,  and  Remanding 

for  Further  Proceedings  on  Stated 

Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Florida  Gulf  coast 
Broadcasters,  Incorporated,  Largo,  Flor¬ 
ida,  Docket  No.  12445,  File  No.  BPCT- 
2371;  City  of  St.  Petersburg,  Florida 
(WSUN-TV) ,  Largo,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
12446,  File  No.  BPCT-2373;  Suncoast 
Cities  Broadcasting  Corporation,  Largo, 
Florida,  Docket  No.  12447,  File  No. 
BPCT-2389;  Tampa  Telecasters,  Inc., 
Largo,  Florida,  Docket  No.  12448,  File 
No.  BPCT-2432;  WTSP-TV,  Inc.,  Largo, 
Florida,  Docket  No.  12449,  File  No. 
BPCT-2437 ;  Bay  Area  Telecasting  Cor¬ 
poration,  Largo,  Florida,  Docket  No. 
12450,  File  No.  BPCT-2445;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  television  broadcast 
stations. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  four  petitions  for  reconsid¬ 
eration  of  its  Decision  in  the  above-en¬ 
titled  proceeding  filed  February  19,  1962, 
by  City  of  St.  Petersburg,  Florida 
(WSUN-TV) ,  Florida  Gulfcoast  Broad¬ 
casters,  Incorporated,  Tampa  Telecast¬ 
ers,  Inc.,  and  Suncoast  Cities  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corporation,  together  with  pleadings 
properly  filed  in  response  thereto.  The 
petitions  of  Gulfcoast  and  City  addition¬ 
ally  request  that  the  record  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding^  reopened  for  the  adduction  of 
further  evidence. 

I.  Preliminary  Statement 

2.  The  Commission,  by  its  Decision 
adopted  January  17,  1962  (32  FCC  197, 
23  RR  1),  granted  the  application  of 
WTSP-TV,  Inc.  for  a  new  television  sta¬ 
tion  to  operate  on  Channel  10  at  Largo, 
Florida,  and  denied  the  competing  appli¬ 
cations  of  Florida  Gulfcoast  Broadcast¬ 
ers,  Incorporated,  City  of  St.  Petersburg 
(WSUN-TV) ,  Suncoast  Cities  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation,  Tampa  Telecasters, 
Inc.,  and  Bay  Area  Telecasting  Corpora¬ 
tion. 

n.  Requests  for  Reopening  of  the 
Record 

3.  Gulfcoast  and  City,  supported  by 
Suncoast  and  the  Bureau,  request  that 
the  record  herein  be  reopened  for  the 
taking  of  “newly-discovered”  evidence 
concerning  the  current  programming  of 
Station  WLCY,  WTSP-TV ’s  AM  opera¬ 
tion  in  St.  Petersburg.  They  point  to 
the  substantial  reliance  placed  by  the 
Commission  upon  WTSP-TV’s  past 
broadcast  record,  particularly  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  WLCY,  and  allege  (with  sup¬ 
porting  affidavits)  that  following  the 
close  of  the  record  herein,  WLCY’s  pro¬ 
gramming  changed  radically  to  a  disc- 
jockey  and  news  format,  with  most  of  its 


consolidated  into  Docket  5132  by  Orders  E- 
5722  and  E-6336,  dated  September  21,  1951, 
and  April  17,  1952,  respectively. 


live  and  public  service  programming  dis¬ 
continued.  Gulfcoast  suggests  that  if 
WLCY’s  1958  composite  week,  upon 
which  the  Commission  relied,  had  shown 
an  operation  similar  to  its  present  one, 
the  Commission  would  not  have  granted 
WTSP-TV’s  application,  and  that  the 
“drastic”  format  change  shows  the  “utter  . 
unreliability  of  the  Rahall  promises.” 
Gulfcoast  urges  that  Commission  con¬ 
cern  with  programming  requires  that 
WTSP-TV’s  programming  record  and 
proposals  be  recompared  through  further 
hearing.  Gulfcoast  argues  that  the  evi¬ 
dence  is  newly  discovered,  could  not  have 
been  presented  previously,  and  would 
affect  the  Commission’s  Decision. 

4.  City  contends  that  WTSP-TV  fabri¬ 
cated  a  strong  record  of  live  public  serv¬ 
ice  programming  on  WLCY  prior  to  the 
hearing  herein,  representing  that  equiv¬ 
alent  programs  with  the  same  person¬ 
nel  would  be  carried  on  its  television 
operation,  but  that  shortly  after  the 
close  of  the  hearing  record  the  public 
service  programs  were  dropped  and  the 
experienced  personnel  connected  with 
them  were  discharged  or  forced  out  of 
the  organization,  thus  rendering  WTSP- 
TV’s  Channel  10  proposals  impossible 
of  effectuation.  Moreover,  City  charges, 
WTSP-TV  misrepresented  the  affiliation 
of  certain  personnel  with  the  proposed 
operation,  the  broadcast  experience  of 
the  Rahalls,  and  the  function  of  their 
Management  Team. 

5.  The  Broadcast  Bureau  supports  the 
requested  reopening,  viewing  the  affida¬ 
vits  submitted  by  City  and  Gulfcoast  as 
warranting  the  conclusion  that  “the 
bases  upon  which  the  majority  of  the 
Commission  had  concluded  that  WTSP- 
TV  was  the  applicant  most  likely  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  its  proposals,  have  been  wiped 
out  since  the  close  of  the  record  herein.” 
Bureau  urges  that  “whether  the  circum¬ 
stances  reveal  an  abuse  of  Commission 
process  or  a  change  of  such  significance 
as  to  warrant  reconsideration  of  the  de¬ 
cision  reached  can  only  be  determined 
upon  evidence  taken  in  hearing.”  Bu¬ 
reau  suggests  the  following  issues  for  a 
reopened  proceeding: 

a.  To  determine  whether  the  program 
format  of  Station  WLCY  was  changed 
subsequent  to  the  prior  close  of  the  rec¬ 
ord  in  this  proceeding  so  as  to  reduce 
significantly  the  amount  of  live  and 
public  service  programming. 

b.  To  determine  whether  such  change 
in  format  upon  conclusion  of  the  hearing 
constituted  an  abuse  of  Commission 
process  or  would  otherwise  justify  recon¬ 
sideration  and  setting  aside  the  determi¬ 
nation  made  to  grant  the  application  of 
WTSP-TV. 

6.  WTSP-TV  argues  in  reply  that  it 
is  well-settled  that  in  order  to  reopen  a 
comparative  proceeding  after  final  de¬ 
cision,  the  following  showing  must  be 
made:  (a)  the  matters  alleged  must 
constitute  new  evidence;  (b)  the  facts 
could  not  have  been  diligently  discovered 
and  presented  previously;  and  (c)  the 
facts  would,  if  proven,  affect  the  basis  of 
the  decision.  WTSP-TV  contends  that 
the  Gulfcoast  and  City  petitions  fail  on 
all  three  counts,  in  that  (a)  the  affida¬ 
vits  relate  to  matters  that  have  been 
known  to  petitioners  since  mid- 1960, 
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months  before  the  Initial  Decision  was 
released;  (b)  such  matters  could  clearly 
have  been  presented  earlier;  and  (c)  the 
facts  alleged,  if  proven,  would  not,  in 
any  event,  affect  the  basis  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Decision. 

7.  WTSP-TV  correctly  points  out  that 
the  requests  for  reopening  are  based  es¬ 
sentially  upon  evidence  which  was 
known  to  petitioners  ten  months  before 
release  of  the  Initial  Decision  and  more 
than  one  and  one-half  years  prior  to  the 
Commission’s  Decision.  Gulfcoast’s  re¬ 
ply  arguments — that  WLCY’s  1962  oper¬ 
ation  is  obviously  new  evidence,  and  that 
the  change  in  that  station’s  program¬ 
ming  was  not  a  sudden  occurrence  but 
“a  developing  pattern  over  a  period  of 
time” — is  unconvincing.  The  1962  op¬ 
eration  with  which  Gulfcoast’s  petition 
largely  concerns  itself  is  essentially  the 
same  as  that  put  into  effect  with  the 
format  change  in  1960.  We  need  only 
look  to  Gulfcoast’s  petition  to  rebut  its 
second  argument,  for  there  it  states  that 
WLCY’s  November  1960  renewal  appli¬ 
cation  “first  disclosed”  the  “drastic 
changes  made  in  the  operation.”  Peti¬ 
tioners  have  offered  no  cogent  explana¬ 
tion  as  to  why  they  permitted  nearly 
two  years  to  pass  before  bringing  to  the 
Commission’s  attention  facts  which,  they 
contend,  undermine  the  bases  of  a  grant 
to  WTSP-TV.  Petitioners’  characteri¬ 
zation  of  such  evidence  as  “newly  dis¬ 
covered”  notwithstanding,  it  is  clear 
that  they  were  well  aware  of  the  facts 
as  they  developed.  Accordingly,  that 
portion  of  the  City  and  Gulfcoast  peti¬ 
tions  requesting  reopening  of  the  record 
will  be  denied. 

8.  Notwithstanding  the  foregoing,  the 
Commission  is  of  the  view  that  the  mat¬ 
ters  presented  in  the  foregoing  petitions 
raise  sufficient  doubt  as  to  the  validity 
of  some  conclusions  upon  which  our 
award  to  WTSP-TV  rested  that  reopen¬ 
ing  of  the  record  upon  our  own  motion 
is  warranted.  In  so  doing,  we  have  not 
not  overlook  the  explanations  for  its 
actions  presented  by  WTSP-TV  in  its 
Reply  and  the  associated  affidavits,  but 
are  of  the  view  that  the  nature  of  the 
matter  requires  an  evidentiary  hearing. 

9.  As  noted  in  paragraph  2,  supra,  the 
Bureau  has  recommended  issues  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  a  reopened  proceeding. 
The  first  is  designed  to  determine 
whether  WLCY  has  significantly  reduced 
its  live  and  public  service  programming; 
the  second,  to  determine  whether  such 
change  in  format  “constituted  an  abuse 
of  process  or  would  otherwise  justify  re¬ 
consideration  and  setting  aside”  the 
grant  to  WTSP-TV.  The  first  suggested 
issue  is,  in  our  view,  unnecessarily  lim¬ 
ited  in  scope,  and  we  think  it  appro¬ 
priate  to  consider  the  WLCY  program¬ 
ming  as  a  whole.  The  reference  in  the 
second  proposed  issue  to  the  possibility 
that  the  format  change  constitutes  an 
“abuse  of  process”  misplaces  the  empha¬ 
sis.  As  pointed  out  in  WTSP-TV’s  reply, 
a  programming  change  fully  reported  to 
the  Commission  in  a  nearly  contempo¬ 
raneous  renewal  application  can  hardly 
be  characterized  as  an  abuse  of  process. 
Of  primary  significance  here,  however,  is 
whether,  as  charged  by  City  and  Gulf- 
coast  the  pre-change  programming  was 


a  sham  designed  primarily  to  obtain  a 
preference  in  this  proceeding.  If  such 
is  the  case,  questions  of  character  quali¬ 
fications,  apart  from  the  normal  com¬ 
parative  criteria,  may  be  raised.  Of 
course,  the  reasons  for  the  change  in 
format  would  be  relevant  to  this  ques¬ 
tion.  Accordingly,  an  issue  to  inquire 
into  the  reasons  underlying  WTSP-TV’s 
choice  of  programming  both  prior  to  and 
following  its  format  change  will  be 
specified. 

10.  Action  upon  the  Suncoast  and 
Tampa  petitions,  as  well  as  the  City  and 
Gulfcoast  petitions  to  the  extent  that 
they  request  reconsideration  of  the  De¬ 
cision,  will  be  held  in  abeyance  pending 
resolution  of  the  issues  specified  herein. 
The  grant  of  WTSP-TV’s  application 
will  be  stayed  pending  determination  of 
these  matters. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  This  27th 
day  of  June  1962,  That  the  Decision  of 
January  17, 1962  (32  FCC  197) ,  is  stayed, 
the  record  herein  is  reopened  and  the 
above-entitled  proceeding  is  remanded 
to  the  Hearing  Examiner  for  further 
proceedings  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  nature  of  the 
programming  service  rendered  by  Sta¬ 
tion  WLCY  since  the  close  of  the  record 
herein  on  May  16,  1960,  and  the  extent 
to  which  such  service  differs  from  that 
relied  upon  by  WTSP-TV  at  the  earlier 
hearing  herein. 

2.  To  determine  the  reasons  under¬ 
lying  (a)  the  choice  of  programming 
service  of  Station  WLCY  relied  upon  by 
WTSP-TV  at  the  earlier  hearing  here¬ 
in;  and  (b)  the  choice  of  programming 
service  of  that  station  since  May  16, 
1960. 

3.  To  determine,  in  light  of  the  facts 
developed  under  the  foregoing  issues,  (a) 
whether  WTSP-TV,  Inc.,  possesses  the 
requisite  character  qualifications  to  be 
a  licensee  of  the  Commission,  and  (b) 
whether,  and  in  what  respects,  modifica¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission’s  Decision  in  this 
proceeding  is  required. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  Petition 
for  Rehearing  and  Reconsideration,  filed 
February  19,  1962,  by  city  of  St.  Peters¬ 
burg,  Florida  (WSUN-TV) ,  and  the  Peti¬ 
tion  for  Reconsideration,  Reopening  of 
the  Record,  and  Rehearing,  filed  Febru¬ 
ary  19, 1962,  by  Florida  Gulfcoast  Broad¬ 
casters,  Incorporated,  to  the  extent  that 
they  request  reopening  of  the  record, 
are  denied,  and  otherwise  are  held  in 
abeyance,  together  with  the  Petitions  for 
Reconsideration,  filed  February  19,  1962, 
by  Tampa  Telecasters,  Inc.,  and  Suncoast 
Cities  Broadcasting  Corporation. 

Released:  June  29, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6615;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 

[Docket  No.  14651;  FCC  62M-918] 

KFNF  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Order  re  Place  of  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  KFNF  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corporation  (KFNF),  Shenandoah, 
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Iowa,  Docket  No.  14651,  File  No.  BP- 
14026;  for  construction  permit. 

The  Chief  Hearing  Examiner  having 
under  consideration  a  petition  in  behalf 
of  the  Commission’s  Broadcast  Bureau, 
filed  June  19,  1962,  for  a  change  in  the 
place  of  hearing  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  from  Washington,  D.C.,  to 
Shenandoah,  Iowa,  and  the  applicant’s 
partial  opposition  thereto; 

It  appearing,  that  the  instant  applica¬ 
tion  involves  essentially  a  proposal  to 
move  the  KFNF  radio  facility  from  Shen¬ 
andoah  to  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  and  that 
it  is  in  accordance  with  established  policy 
to  authorize  field  hearings  in  proceed¬ 
ings  of  this  type; 

It  appearing  further,  that,  as  suggested 
by  the  applicant  any  field  hearings  au¬ 
thorized  in  this  proceeding  should  extend 
not  only  to  Shenandoah,  Iowa,  but  as 
well  to  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  and  that 
public  interest  would  be  best  served  by 
holding  hearing  sessions  in  each  of  the 
cities  involved; 

It  is  ordered.  This  27th  day  of  June 
1962,  that  the  petition  is  granted  in  part, 
and  that  hearings  in  the  above-entitled 
proceeding  shall  be  held  in  Shenandoah 
and  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  in  lieu  of  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Released;  June  28, 1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6516;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 


[Docket  Nos.  14125-14127;  FCC  62-677] 

MASSILLON  BROADCASTING  CO., 
INC.,  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Remanding  and  Enlarging  Issues 

In  re  applications  of  Massillon  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Norwood,  Ohio, 
Docket  No.  14125,  File  No.  BP-13633; 
Covington  Broadcasting  Company,  Cov¬ 
ington,  Kentucky,  Docket  No.  14126,  File 
No.  BP-14552;  Irving  Schwartz,  tr/as 
Kenton  County  Broadcasters,  Covington, 
Kentucky,  Docket  No.  14127,  File  No.  BP- 
14613;  for  construction  permits. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  a  petition  to  reopen  record, 
filed  April  11,  1962,  by  Covington  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  together  with  plead¬ 
ings  properly  filed  in  reply  thereto. 

2.  Petitioner  seeks  to  have  included  in 
the  hearing  record  measurement  data 
it  took  from  a  test  transmitter  at  its 
proposed  site  on  March  22-23,  1962, 
which,  it  submits,  will  prove  that  its  pro¬ 
posal  will  cause  no  interference  to  exist¬ 
ing  stations,  and  permit  it  to  accurately 
predict  its  proposed  service  area. 

3.  The  Initial  Decision  (FCC  62D-22) 
released  March  7,  1962,  proposes  denial 
of  all  three  applications.  The  Examiner 
concluded  that  the  petitioner  defaulted 
in  its  showing  of  areas  and  populations 
to  be  served  because  no  persuasive  evi¬ 
dence  was  presented  to  prove  that  its 
proposed  service  area  was  accurately 
portrayed.  No  issue  included  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  was  specifically  directed  to  peti¬ 
tioner’s  proposed  hillside  antenna. 
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4.  Respondent  WHOK,  the  two  other 
applicants,  Massillon  and  Kenton,  and 
the  Broadcast  Bureau  oppose  the  peti¬ 
tion  on  procedural  grounds.  In  addition, 
the  Bureau  opposes  on  the  merits.  We 
find,  however,  that  the  petition  raises 
questions  on  difficult  problems  w’hich 
should  be  resolved  on  the  basis  of  an 
evidentiary  record.  It  is  for  this  reason 
that  we  will  on  our  own  motion  add  the 
new  issue,  below,  concerning  petitioner’s 
proposed  hillside  antenna.  The  petition 
to  reopen  record  will  be  granted,  and  the 
proceeding  will  be  remanded  to  the 
Hearing  Examiner  for  further  determi¬ 
nation  as  to  the  feasibility  of  the  Cov¬ 
ington  Broadcasting  Company  proposed 
site,  and  as  to  interference  involved  with 
existing  stations.1 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  27th 
day  of  June  1962,  that  the  petition  to 
reopen  record,  filed  April  11,  1962,  by 
Covington  Broadcasting  Company  is 
granted;  the  record  in  this  proceeding 
is  reopened,  and  this  proceeding  is  re¬ 
manded  to  the  Hearing  Examiner  for 
further  determination  and  issuance  of 
a  Supplemental  Initial  Decision;  and 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  issues 
in  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  on  the 
Commission’s  own  motion  to  include  the 
following  additional  issue:  To  determine 
the  nature  of  the  terrain  at  its  proposed 
site  and  to  determine  whether  Coving¬ 
ton  Broadcasting  Company  can  construct 
and  operate  the  directional  antenna  sys¬ 
tem  as  proposed  in  its  application. 

Released:  June  29,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  62-6517;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 

[Docket  Nos.  14646,  14647;  FCC  62M-917] 

MINEOLA  BROADCASTING  CO./  AND 
CENTER  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  After  Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  applications  of  J.  A.  Windham 
and  Leo  Robinson  d/b  as  Mineola  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Mineola,  Texas,  Docket  No. 


*It  Is  clear  that  the  specific  matters  em¬ 
braced  in  the  issue  herein  adopted  are  not 
encompassed  by  any  of  the  pre-existing  Issues 
in  this  proceeding;  hence,  it  was  not  part  of 
the  petitioner’s  burden  of  proof  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  to  defend  its  directional  antenna  pro¬ 
posal.  Under  the  circumstances  it  was  im¬ 
proper  for  the  Hearing  Examiner  to  permit 
the  adduction  of  evidence  as  to  such  mat¬ 
ters.  The  Hearing  Examiner  has  no  author¬ 
ity  to  enlarge  the  issues  either  directly,  or 
indirectly  by  reinterpretation  of  the  issues, 
and  when  he  does  so  he  exceeds  his  author¬ 
ity.  If  existing  issues  do  not  encompass 
matters  which  appear  to  be  pertinent  to  the 
ultimate  decision  in  a  case,  one  or  more  of 
the  interested  parties  should  file  a  petition 
with  the  Commission  to  enlarge  the  issues. 
It  is  not  for  the  Hearing  Examiner  to  decide 
whether  such  matters  should  be  determined. 


14646,  File  No.  BP-14244;  Center  Broad¬ 
casting  Company,  Inc.,  Pittsburg,  Texas, 
Docket  No.  14647,  File  No.  BP-14418;  for 
construction  permits. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  the  prehearing  conference 
in  the  above-entitled  proceeding  held 
June  27,  1962  and  the  undertakings  of 
the  parties  as  approved  by  the  examiner; 

It  is  ordered.  This  28th  day  of  June 
1962,  that  the  hearing  which  is  presently 
scheduled  to  commence  on  July  23,  1962, 
is  hereby  postponed  to  Monday,  October 
1,  1962,  at  10  a.m.,  at  the  Commission’s 
offices,  Washington,  D.C.1  and  that  ex¬ 
hibits  are  to  be  exchanged  (with  a  copy 
of  each  provided  the  examiner)  not  later 
than  the  close  of  business,  Tuesday, 
September  4,  1962. 

Released:  June  28,  1962. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Acting  Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  62-6518;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 
8:53  a.m.] 


Each  Applicant  has  filed  a  notice  of 
cancellation  of  its  related  FPC  Gas  Rate 
Schedule. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed 
of  as  promptly  'as  possible  under  the 
applicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to 
that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  Au¬ 
gust  2,  1962,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however, 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 


1  It  is  understood  (the  applicants  stand 
committed  on  the  record  to  do  so)  that  a 
Joint  petition  for  approval  of  an  agreement 
looking  toward  the  dismissal  of  the  Pitts¬ 
burg,  Texas,  application  and  the  grant  of  the 
Mineola,  Texas,  application  is  to  be  filed  not 
later  than  July  31st;  and  that  such  an  agree¬ 
ment,  if  approved,  would  result  in  the  termi¬ 
nation  of  this  proceeding  without  hearing. 
The  October  1  date  for  commencement  of  the 
hearing,  in  the  event  one  should  be  neces¬ 
sary,  was  selected  in  the  light  of  the  state  of 
the  Hearing  Examiner’s  calendar,  which  is 
filled  with  other  hearing  commitments  dur¬ 
ing  the  months  of  July  and  September  1962. 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  G-17488  etc.] 

AMERADA  PETROLEUM  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications,  Consolidation, 
and  Date  of  Hearing 

June  27,  1962. 

Amerada  Petroleum  Corporation, 
Docket  No.  G-17488;  John  B.  Holmes 
d.b.a.  Holmes  Drilling  Company  (Oper¬ 
ator),  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI62-1241;  Jake 
L.  Hamon  (Operator),  et  al.,  Docket  No. 
CI62-1250. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  above 
Applicants  has  filed  an  application  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  7(b)  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act  for  permission  and  approval  to 
abandon  natural  gas  service  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Commission,  as 
hereinafter  described  and  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  respective  applications 
which  are  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  pertinent  facts  in  each  applica¬ 
tion  are  as  follows:  • 


contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  unless 
otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unnecessary 
for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be  repre¬ 
sented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
July  23,  1962.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hear¬ 
ing  shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and 
concurrence  in  omission  herein  of  the 
intermediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6472;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  0-17109  etc.] 

CABOT  GASOLINE  CORP.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

June  27,  1962. 

Cabot  Gasoline  Corporation  (now 
Cabot  Corporation) ,  Docket  No.  G- 
17109;  Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas 
Company,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  G-17303; 


Docket  No. 

Location 

Purchaser 

Docket  No.  in  which 
sale  was  authorized 

Reason  for  abandonment 

G-17488 . 

Maetze  Field,  Goliad 
County,  Tex. 

Jennie  Bell  Field,  De- 
Witt  County,  Tex. 
North  Mathis  Field, 
San  Patricio  County, 
Tex. 

Sylio  Gas  Co _ 

Application  for  certif¬ 
icate  pending  in 
Docket  No.  G- 
17488. 

G-4062 . 

Applicant’s  interests  in 
producing  property  as¬ 
signed  to  gas  pur¬ 
chaser. 

Depletion  of  reserves. 

Do. 

C 162-1241... 

CI62-1250... 

Texas  Eastern  Trans¬ 
mission  Corp. 

Coastal  States  Gas 
Producing  Co. 

G-203G3 . 

Wednesday,  July  4,  1962 
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North  Central  Gas  Company,  Docket  No. 
G-17850. 

Take  notice  that  on  November  28, 1958, 
as  amended  on  May  25,  August  31  and 
November  23,  1959,  Cabot  Gasoline 
Corporation,  now  Cabot  Corporation 
(Cabot),  77  Franklin  Street,  Boston  10, 
Massacusetts,  and  on  December  18, 
1958,  as  supplemented  and  amended  on 
January  6,  May  7,  August  21  and  No¬ 
vember  12,  1959,  Kansas-Nebraska 

Natural  Gas  Company,  Inc.  (Kansas- 
Nebraska),  Phillipsburg,  Phillips  Coun¬ 
ty,  Kansas,  filed  in  Docket  Nos.  G-17109 
and  G-17303,  respectively,  applications 
pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of  the  Natural 
Gas  Act  for  certificates  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  authorizing  Cabot 
to  sell  natural  gas  from  its  gasoline  plant, 
Converse  County,  Wyoming,  to  Kansas- 
Nebraska,  and  authorizing  Kansas-Ne¬ 
braska  originally  to  resell  said  natural  ’ 
gas  immediately  to  North  Central  Gas 
Company  (North  Central)  for  a  tempo¬ 
rary  period  of  120  days,  all  as  more  fully 
set  forth  in  the  applications,  as  supple¬ 
mented  and  amended,  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  open  to  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

The  applications  show  that  North 
Central  would  take  the  subject  gas  di¬ 
rectly  from  Cabot  upon  purchase  by 
North  Central  from  Kansas-Nebraska. 

Take  further  notice  that  on  February 
16,  1959,  as  amended  on  May  4,  August 
20  and  November  16, 1959,  North  Central 
Casper  Wyoming,  filed  in  Docket  No.  G- 
17850  an  application  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  7(c)  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a 
certificate  of  public  convenience  and 
necessity  authorizing  the  operation  of  a 
tap  on  North  Central’s  existing  pipeline, 
Converse  County,  Wyoming,  in  order  to 
take  the  subject  gas  directly  from  Cabot, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  appli¬ 
cation  on  file  with  the  Commission  and 
open  to  public  inspection. 

The  short-term  sale  to  North  Central 
was  for  the  purpose  of  giving  Kansas- 
Nebraska  time  to  seek  a  permanent  mar¬ 
ket  for  the  gas  or  to  seek  means  by  which 
such  gas  could  be  made  available  to 
Kansas-Nebraska’s  own  system. 

By  Applicants’  third  amendments  to 
their  applications,  filed  November  23,  12, 
and  16, 1959,  by  Cabot,  Kansas-Nebraska 
and  North  Central,  respectfully,  they  re¬ 
quest  authorization  to  make  the  short¬ 
term  arrangement  a  permanent  one. 
Pursuant  to  the  proposals  in  said  third 
amendments,  the  subject  gas  would  be 
delivered  by  Cabot  to  North  Central  at 
Cabot’s  gasoline  plant  for  the  account 
of  Kansas-Nebraska;  Kansas-Nebraska 
would  pay  Cabot  10  cents  per  Mcf  for  all 
gas  delivered  to  North  Central.  North 
Central  would  pay  Kansas-Nebraska  10 
cents  per  Mcf  for  one-third  of  such  gas. 
For  the  remaining  two-thirds  North  Cen¬ 
tral  would  deliver  equivalent  volumes  to 
Kansas-Nebraska  at  an  existing  inter¬ 
connection  between  the  two  systems  near 
the  Huntsman  Field,  Cheyenne  County, 
Nebraska.1 


1  Kansas-Nebraska  in  its  third  amendment 
also  seeks  authorization  to  modify  its  exist¬ 
ing  measuring  station  near  the  Huntsman 
Field  in  order  to  carry  out  the  proposed  ex¬ 
change  of  gas.  The  cost  for  such  modiflca- 


The  sale  of  gas  by  Cabot  to  Kansas- 
Nebraska  will  be  made  pursuant  to  a  con¬ 
tract  between  the  parties,  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  12,  1958.  The  sale  and  exchange 
arrangement  between  Kansas-Nebraska 
and  North  Central  will  be  made  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  contract,  dated  October  30, 
1959. 

These  related  matters  should  be  heard 
on  a  consolidated  record  and  disposed  of 
an  promptly  as  possible  under  the  ap¬ 
plicable  rules  and  regulations  and  to  that 
end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on 
August  6,  1962,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  a 
Hearing  Room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.,  concerning  the  matters  in¬ 
volved  in  and  the  issues  presented  by 
such  applications:  Provided,  however. 
That  the  Commission  may,  after  a  non- 
contested  hearing,  dispose  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
§  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure.  Under 
the  procedure  herein  provided  for,  un¬ 
less  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  unneces¬ 
sary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
July  25,  1962.  Failure  of  any  party  to 
appear  at  and  participate  in  the  hearing 
shall  be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  con¬ 
currence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6473;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP62-252] 

DAYTON  POWER  AND  LIGHT  CO. 

Notice  of  Application 

June  27, 1962. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  2,  1962,  The 
Dayton  Power  and  Light  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant),  P.O.  Box  1034,  Dayton,  Ohio, 
filed  in  Docket  No.  CP62-252  an  applica¬ 
tion  pursuant  to  section  7(a)  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  an  order  of  the 
Commission  directing  The  Ohio  Fuel  Gas 
Company  (Ohio  Fuel)  to  establish  phys¬ 
ical  connection  of  its  transmission  facili¬ 
ties  with  the  proposed  facilities  of  and  to 
sell  natural  gas  to  Applicant  for  resale 
in  and  near  the  unincorporated  com¬ 
munity  of  Country  Club  Village,  Greene 
County,  Ohio,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  and  open  to  public  inspection. 


tion  is  $1,000  which  cost  is  to  be  shared 
equally  by  Kansas-Nebraska  and  North 
Central. 


Applicant  will  construct  and  operate 
a  distribution  system  as  well  as  4,640 
feet  of  4-inch  pipeline  extending  from  a 
connection  with  Ohio  Fuel’s  Line  Z-50 
south  of  the  village. 

The  application  shows  estimated 
third  year  peak  day  and  annual  natural 
gas  requirements  of  280  Mcf  and  27,700 
Mcf,  respectively. 

The  total  estimated  cost  of  transmis¬ 
sion  and  distribution  facilities  for  the 
project  aggregate  $60,642,  which  cost 
will  be  financed  from  construction  funds 
on  hand. 

On  June  4,  1962,  Ohio  Fuel  filed  an 
answer  to  the  subject  application  stating 
that  it  had  no  objection  to  a  Commis¬ 
sion  order  directing  the  sale. 

Protests,  petitions  to  intervene  or  re¬ 
quests  for  hearing  may  be  filed  with 
the  Federal  Power  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  July  23,  1962. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6474;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  CP62-251] 

FLORIDA  GAS  TRANSMISSION  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

June  27, 1962. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  1, 1962,  Flor¬ 
ida  Gas  Transmission  Company  (Ap¬ 
plicant)  ,  P.O.  Box  10400,  St.  Petersburg, 
Florida,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP62-251  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(c)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  a  certificate  of 
public  convenience  and  necessity  au¬ 
thorizing  the  construction  and  operation 
of  approximately  1.4  miles  of  3%  -inch 
pipeline  extending  in  a  general  north¬ 
westerly  direction  from  a  point  of  con¬ 
nection  with  Applicant’s  8 -inch  Sarasota 
lateral  in  Polk  County,  Florida,  (0.3  mile 
to  a  meter  and  regulator  station  from 
which  a  branch  will  extend  approxi¬ 
mately  1.0  mile  to  the  Superphosphate 
Plant  and  another  branch  will  extend 
approximately  0.1  mile  to  the  Ridgewood 
Dry  Mill  both  of  the  Davison  Chemical 
Division  of  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.  (Davison) ) 
and  to  sell  and  deliver  natural  gas  to 
Davison  on  an  interruptible  basis  for  use 
in  said  plants,  all  as  more  fully  set  forth 
in  the  application  which  is  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

The  application  states  that  the  sub¬ 
ject  gas  will  be  used  by  Davison  in  the 
drying  of  phosphate  rock  and  of  triple 
superphosphate.  Applicant  estimates 
that  the  average  annual  deliveries  to 
Davison  will  be  approximately  900,000 
M2  Btu. 

The  cost  of  the  subject  facilities  is  esti¬ 
mated  to  be  $36,500,  which  will  be  fi¬ 
nanced  from  internally  generated  funds. 
The  gas  will  be  sold  to  Davison  at  a 
contract  price  of  3.5  cents  per  therm. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end ; 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject 
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to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections 
7  and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  pro¬ 
cedure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August 
8, 1962,  at  9:30  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  a  Hearing 
Room  of  the  Federal  Power  Commission, 
441  G  Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C., 
concerning  the  matters  involved  in  and 
the  issues  presented  by  such  application: 
Provided,  however.  That  the  Commission 
may,  after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dis¬ 
pose  of  the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure.  Under  the  procedure  herein 
provided  for,  unless  otherwise  advised, 
it  will  be  unnecessary  for  Applicant  to 
appear  or  be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  July 
30,  1962.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  decision  procedure  in  cases 
where  a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6475;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:47  a  an.] 


[Docket  No.  CP62-277] 

NORTHERN  NATURAL  GAS  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  and  Date  of 
Hearing 

June  27,  1962. 

Take  notice  that  on  May  25,  1962, 
Northern  Natural  Gas  Company  (Appli¬ 
cant)  ,  2223  Dodge  Street,  Omaha  1,  Ne¬ 
braska,  filed  in  Docket  No.  CP62-277  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  7(b)  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  permission  and 
approval  to  abandon  approximately  3.4 
miles  of  4-inch  pipeline  and  the  second 
Pilot  Mound,  Iowa,  town  border  station, 
all  of  which  are  in  Boone  County,  Iowa, 
all  as  more  fully  set  forth  in  the  applica¬ 
tion  which  is  on  file  with  the  Commission 
and  open  to  public  inspection. 

The  subject  facilities  were  authorized 
by  the  Commission  in  the  order  of  De¬ 
cember  7,  1948,  in  Docket  No.  G-1129  (7 
FPC  1085) . 

The  application  states  that  the  subject 
facilities  which  were  used  for  the  sale  of 
gas  to  Peoples  Natural  Gas  Company  for 
resale  to  the  Fort  Dodge,  Des  Moines  and 
Southern  Railway  Power  Plant  are  no 
longer  necessary  because  the  power  plant 
has  been  removed  from  service. 

This  matter  is  one  that  should  be  dis¬ 
posed  of  as  promptly  as  possible  under 
the  applicable  rules  and  regulations  and 
to  that  end: 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  on  August  8,  1962, 
at  9:30  am.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  a  Hearing  Room 
of  the  Federal  Power  Commission,  441  G 


Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  concern¬ 
ing  the  matters  involved  in  and  the  issues 
presented  by  such  application:  Provided, 
however.  That  the  Commission  may, 
after  a  non-contested  hearing,  dispose  of 
the  proceedings  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  1.30(c)  (1)  or  (2)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure. 
Under  the  procedure  herein  provided  for, 
unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be  un¬ 
necessary  for  Applicant  to  appear  or  be 
represented  at  the  hearing. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before  July 
30, 1962.  Failure  of  any  party  to  appear 
at  and  participate  in  the  hearing  shall 
be  construed  as  waiver  of  and  concur¬ 
rence  in  omission  herein  of  the  interme¬ 
diate  decision  procedure  in  cases  where 
a  request  therefor  is  made. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FA  Doc.  62-6476;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:47  a.m.] 

HOUSING  AND  HOME 
FINANCE  AGENCY 

Office  of  the  Administrator 

ACTING  DIRECTOR  FOR  NORTHWEST 
OPERATIONS,  REGION  VI 

Designation 

1.  The  officers  appointed  to  the  follow¬ 
ing  listed  positions  in  the  Office  of  the 
Director  for  Northwest  Operations,  Re¬ 
gion  VI,  are  hereby  designated  to  serve 
as  Acting  Director  for  Northwest  Opera¬ 
tions,  Region  VI'  during  the  absence  of 
the  Director,  with  all  the  powers,  func¬ 
tions,  and  duties  redelegated  or  assigned 
to  the  Director,  provided  that  no  officer 
is  authorized  to  serve  as  Acting  Director 
for  Northwest  Operations  unless  all  other 
officers  whose  titles  precede  his  in  this 
designation  are  unable  to  act  by  reason 
of  absence: 

(a)  Deputy  Director  for  Northwest 
Operations; 

(b)  Area  Engineer. 

2.  This  designation  supersedes  para¬ 
graph  2  of  the  document  effective  March 
28,  1962  (27  FH.  3576,  April  13, 1962) . 

Effective  as  of  the  4th  day  of  July 
1962. 

Melvin  S.  Frazier, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator, 
Region  VI. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6503;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:51  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[No.  217] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

June  29,  1962. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 


for  operating  convenience  only  with  serv¬ 
ice  at  no  intermediate  points  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  devi¬ 
ation  rules  revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1 

(c)  (8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided 
in  such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)  (4)). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e) )  at  any  time  but  will  not  oper¬ 
ate  to  stay  commencement  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  operations  unless  filed  within  30 
days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s 
deviation  rules  revised,  1957,  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convenience 
in  identification  and  protests  if  any 
should  refer  to  such  letter-notices  by 
number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  730  (Deviation  No.  19),  PA¬ 
CIFIC  INTERMOUNTAIN  EXPRESS 
CO.,  14th  and  Clay  Streets,  P.O.  Box  958, 
Oakland  4,  Calif.,  filed  June  19,  1962. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Seattle,  Wash.,  over  Interstate  Highway 
5  to  the  Oregon-Califomia  State  line, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Seattle  over  U.S.  Highway  99,  via 
Tacoma,  Wash.,  and  Portland,  Oreg.,  to 
the  Washington-Oregon  State  line;  also 
from  Albany,  Oreg.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
99W  to  Eugene,  Oreg.;  also  from  Albany 
over  U.S.  Highway  99E  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  99W,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  2202  (Deviation  No.  48), 
ROADWAY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  147  Park 
Street,  P.O.  Box  471,  Akron  9,  Ohio,  filed 
June  18,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Columbia,  Mo.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  west  of  Boonville,  Mo.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  interme¬ 
diate  points.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  between  the  same 
points  over  U.S.  Highway  40. 

No.  MC  10761  (Deviation  No.  22), 
TRANSAMERICAN  FREIGHT  LINES, 
INC.,  1700  North  Waterman  Avenue, 
Detroit  9,  Mich.,  filed  June  19,  1962. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  between  Indianap¬ 
olis,  Ind.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  65,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  per- 
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tinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Chicago  over  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction 
UJ5.  Highway  52,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  52  to  Indianapolis,  and  return  over 
the  same  route. 

No.  MC  43654  (Deviation  No.  4) ,  DIXIE 
OHIO  EXPRESS,  INC.,  237  Fountain 
Street,  P.O.  Box  750,  Akron,  Ohio,  filed 
June  15,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier ,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
between  Knoxville  and  Harriman,  Tenn. 
over  Interstate  Highway  40,  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
Knoxville  over  U.S.  Highway  11  to  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn.;  and  from  Harriman  over 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  Chattanooga,  Tenn., 
and  return  over  the  same  routes. 

No.  MC  43654  (Deviation  No.  5), 
DIXIE  OHIO  EXPRESS,  INC.,  237 
Fountain  Street,  P.O.  Box  750,  Akron, 
Ohio,  filed  June  15,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Lexington,  Ky., 
over  U.S.  Highway  60  to  Frankfort,  Ky., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  64  to 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  for  operating  convenience  only, 
serving  no  intermediate  points.  The  no¬ 
tice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Lexington  over  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  Versailles,  Ky.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  62  to  Bardstown,  Ky., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  3  IE  to  Louis¬ 
ville,  Ky.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  43654  (Deviation  No.  6), 
DIXIE  OHIO  EXPRESS,  INC.,  237 
Fountain  Street,  P.O.  Box  750,  Akron, 
Ohio,  filed  June  18,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  From  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  41  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  24,  near  Pelham,  Tenn., 
over  Interstate  Highway  24  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64,  near  Monteagle,  Tenn., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  43654  (Deviation  No.  7), 
DIXIE  OHIO  EXPRESS,  INC.,  237 
Fountain  Street,  P.O.  Box  750,  Akron, 
Ohio,  filed  June  18,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  31  and  Relocated  U.S. 
Highway  31,  south  of  Elkton,  Tenn.,  over 
Relocated  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  south  of  Athens,  Ala., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only,  serving  no  inter¬ 


mediate  points.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities  over 
pertinent  service  routes  as  follows:  From 
Louisville,  Ky.,  over  U.S.  Highway  31W 
or  U.S.  Highway  31E  to  Nashville,  Tenn., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  31  to  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  43654  (Deviation  No.  8) , 
DIXIE  OHIO  EXPRESS,  INC.,  237 
Fountain  Street,  P.O.  Box  750,  Akron, 
Ohio,  filed  June  18,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Louisville,  Ky., 
over  Interstate  Highway  65  to  Birming¬ 
ham,  Ala.;  also  from  Ardmore,  Tenn., 
over  Alabama  Highway  63  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  65,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  for  operating  conven¬ 
ience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  perti¬ 
nent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Louisville  over  U.S.  Highways  31W  and 
31E  to  Nashville,  Tenn.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  Birmingham,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  69116  (Deviation  No.  14), 
SPECTOR  FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC., 
3100  South  Wolcott  Avenue,  Chicago  8, 
Ill.,-  filed  June  14,  1962.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  between  Toledo,  Ohio  and  Bay 
City,  Mich.,  over  Interstate  Highway  75, 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
no  intermediate  points.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 
modities  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Toledo,  Ohio,  over  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  Detroit,  Mich.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  10  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  23,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
23  to  Bay  City,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  76266  (Deviation  No.  8), 
ADMIRAL-MERCHANTS  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  2625  Territorial  Road, 
St.  Paul  14,  Minn.,  filed  June  22,  1962. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general 
commodities,  with  certain  exceptions, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
Council  Bluffs,  Iowa,  over  Alternate  U.S. 
Highway  30  to  Missouri  Valley,  Iowa, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Ames, 
Iowa,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
for  operating  convenience  only,  serving 
no  intermediate  points.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  Council  Bluffs  over  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  Des  Moines,  Iowa,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  69  to  Ames,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  108185  (Deviation  No.  6) ,  filed 
June  18,  1962,  AMENDING  DEVIATION 
NO.  5,  DIXIE  HIGHWAY  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  1600  B  Street,  P.O.  Box  631,  Merid¬ 
ian,  Miss.,  filed  June  4,  1962,  published 
in  the  June  13,  1962,  issue  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register.  Carrier  proposes  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
between  Notasulga  and  Selma,  Ala.,  over 
Alabama  Highway  14,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points.  The  notice  indicates  that  the 
carrier  is  presently  authorized  to  trans¬ 
port  the  same  commodities  over  a  perti¬ 
nent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Notasulga  over  Alabama  Highway  81  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  80  to  Selma,  and  return 
over  the  same  route. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  2890  (Deviation  No.  19), 
AMERICAN  BUSLINES,  INC.,  1805 
Leavenworth  Street,  Omaha  2,  Nebr., 
filed  June  18,  1962.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  passengers  and  their  baggage, 
over  a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  66  and 
Interstate  Highway  44  (Will  Rogers 
Turnpike),  east  of  Tulsa,  Okla.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  44  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  66,  southwest  of  Tulsa,  Okla., 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only,  serving  no 
intermediate  points.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  From 
Joplin,  Mo.,  Depot,  over  city  streets  and 
Missouri  Highway  43  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Superhighway,  thence  over  Mis¬ 
souri  Superhighway  to  the  Missouri- 
Oklahoma  State  line,  thence  over  Will 
Rogers  Turnpike  to  Tulsa,  Okla.,  East 
Terminus,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  66 
and  city  streets  to  Tulsa  Depot,  thence 
over  city  streets,  U.S.  Highway  66  and 
unnumbered  highway  to  junction  Turner 
Turnpike,  at  Tulsa  Terminus,  thence  over 
Turner  Turnpike  to  junction  Bypass 
U.S.  Highway  66  (near  Oklahoma  City, 
Okla.),  thence  over  Bypass  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  and  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.,  Depot,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6497;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.l 


[No.  4551 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 

CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

June  29,  1962. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  in¬ 
cluding  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241) 
governing  notice  of  filing  of  applications 
by  motor  carriers  of  property  or  passen¬ 
gers  of  brokers  under  sections  206,  209, 
and  211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act 
and  certain  other  proceedings  with  re¬ 
spect  thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m„  United 
States  standard  time  (or  9:30  o’clock 
a.m.,  local  daylight  saving  time,  if  that 
time  is  observed),  unless  otherwise 
specified. 
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NOTICES 


Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hear¬ 
ing  or  Pre-Hearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

The  application  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  MC94265  Sub  88  is  assigned  for  hear¬ 
ing  at  the  time  and  place  designated  in 
the  notice  of  filing  as  here  published  and 
is  subject  to  the  special  rules  of  procedure 
for  hearing  outlined  below : 

SPECIAL  RULES  OF  PROCEDURE  FOR  HEARING 

(1)  All  of  the  testimony  to  be  adduced 
by  applicant’s  company  witnesses  shall 
be  in  the  form  of  written  statements 
which  shall  be  submitted  at  the  hearing 
at  the  time  and  place  indicated. 

(2)  All  of  the  written  statements  by 
applicant’s  company  witnesses  shall  be 
offered  in  evidence  at  the  hearing  in  the 
same  manner  as  any  other  type  of  evi¬ 
dence.  The  witnesses  submitting  the 
written  statements  shall  be  made  avail¬ 
able  at  the  hearing  for  cross-examina¬ 
tion,  if  such  becomes  necessary. 

(3)  The  written  statements  by  appli¬ 
cant’s  company  witnesses,  if  received  in 
evidence,  will  be  accepted  as  exhibits. 
To  the  extent  the  written  statements 
refer  to  attached  documents  such  as 
copies  of  operating  authority,  etc.,  they 
should  be  referred  to  in  written 
statement  as  numbered  appendices 
thereto. 

(4)  The  admissibility  of  the  evidence 
contained  in  the  written  statements  and 
the  appendices  thereto,  will  at  the  time 
of  offer,  be  subject  to  the  same  rules  as 
if  the  evidence  was  produced  in  the  usual 
manner. 

(5)  Supplemental  testimony  by  a  wit¬ 
ness  to  correct  errors  or  to  supply  in¬ 
advertent  omissions  in  his  written  state¬ 
ment  is  permissible. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  88),  filed 
June  25,  1962.  Applicant:  BONNEY 
MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
12388,  Thomas  Comer  Station,  Norfolk, 
Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harry  C. 
Ames,  Jr.,  Transportation  Building, 
Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (a)  Potatoes  and  potato  products, 
frozen  and  unfrozen,  cooked,  uncooked, 
and  blanched,  (1)  from  Fargo,  Grand 
Forks,  and  Grafton,  N.  Dak.,  and  Crooks- 
ton  and  Barnesville,  Minn.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  District 
of  Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  West  Virginia,  and  Wisconsin,  (2) 
from  Grand  Forks,  Fargo,  and  Grafton, 
N.  Dak.,  to  Mankato,  Minn.,  and  (b) 
Frozen  foods  from  Mankato,  Minn.,  and 
Sioux  City,  Iowa  to  points  in  the  desti¬ 
nation  states  indicated  in  (1)  above. 

HEARING:  July  31,  1962,  at  the  U.S. 
Court  Rooms,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  J.  Thomas  Schneider. 

No.  MC  107496  (Sub-No.  246),  filed 
May  21,  1962.  Applicant:  RUAN 

TRANSPORT  CORPORATION,  408  SE. 
30th  Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  H.  L.  Fabritz,  P.O.  Box 
855,  Des  Moines  4,  Iowa.  Authority 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cryogenic  liquids,  rocket 
propellant  fuels  and  helium,  in  bulk,  in 
specially  designed  tank  vehicles,  includ¬ 
ing,  but  not  restricted  to  government  or 
shipper-owned  tank  vehicles,  and  empty 
vehicles,  between  points  in  Arizona, 
Arkansas,  California,  Colorado,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Montana.  Ne¬ 
braska,  New  Mexico,  Nevada,  New  York, 
North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Washington  and 
Wyoming. 

Note:  Applicant  is  affiliated  with  John 
Ruan  and  Illinols-Ruan  Transport  Corp., 
through  stock  ownership.  Applicant  also 
holds  contract  authority  under  MC-1 19136 
and  subs  thereunder,  and  dual  operations 
may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  July  17,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  518),  filed 
June  25,  1962.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A.  Jaskie- 
wicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Nitrogen 
tetr oxide,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trailers,  from 
Hopewell,  Va.,  to  the  Missile  sites  located 
at  or  near  Davis  Monthan  Air  Force 
Base,  Arizona,  and  Little  Rock  Air  Force 
Base,  Arkansas. 

HEARING:  July  25,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke,  Jr. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6498;  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:50  a.m.] 


[No.  456] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

June  29,  1962. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  rules  of  practice  in¬ 
cluding  special  rules  (49  CFR  1.241)  gov¬ 
erning  notice  of  filing  of  applications  by 
motor  carriers  of  property  or  passengers 
of  brokers  under  sections  206,  209,  and 
211  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and 
certain  other  proceedings  with  respect 
thereto. 

All  hearings  and  prehearing  confer¬ 
ences  will  be  called  at  9:30  a.m.,  United 
States  standard  time  (or  9:30  a.m.,  local 
daylight  saving  time,  if  that  time  is 
observed)  f  unless  otherwise  specified. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral  Hearing 
or  Prehearing  Conference 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  151  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  May  2, 
1962.  Applicant:  LOVELACE  TRUCK 
SERVICE,  INC.,  425  North  Second 
Street,  Terre  Haute,  Ind.  Applicant’s 


representative:  R.  W.  Burgess,  1507  Pop¬ 
lin,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  betwTeen  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  its  commercial  zone,  and 
Champ,  Mo.-Industrial  Village,  as  fol¬ 
lows:  (1)  from  applicant’s  St.  Louis  ter¬ 
minal  4138  N.  Second  Street,  over  Sec¬ 
ond  Street  to  East  Grand,  thence  over 
East  Grand  to  Interstate  Highway  70, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
Champ,  Mo.-Industrial  Village  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  or  off-route  points,  and 
(2)  from  the  western  boundary  of  the 
St.  Louis  Commercial  Zone  to  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Bypass  66  and  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway 
70  to  Champ,  Mo.-Industrial  Village  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  or  off -route  points. 

HEARING:  September  13, 1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo„ 
before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  1222  (Sub-No.  20)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  May  23,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  June  13,  1962, 
amended  June  18,  1962,  and  republished 
this  issue.  Applicant:  THE  REIN¬ 
HARDT  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  cor¬ 
poration,  1410  10th  Street,  Portsmouth, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Robert  H. 
Kinker,  Seventh  Floor  McClure  Building, 
P.O.  Box  127,  Frankfort,  Ky.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foam,  cellular,  expanded, 
or  sponge  plastic  articles  and  materials, 
from  Hanging  Rock,  Omo,  and  points 
within  (4)  four  miles  thereof  (just  west 
of  Ironton),  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  West  Virginia,  and  those  points 
in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  219,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  (not  spec¬ 
ified),  used  in  transporting  the  com¬ 
modities  specified  above,  on  return. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  include  “points  within  (4)  four  miles 
thereof”  as  shown  above,  in  the  origin 
territory. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned,  July 
23,  1962,  at  the  Offices  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  Examiner  William  R.  Tyers. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  231),  filed 
May  16,  1962.  Applicant:  ROADWAY 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  147  Park  Street,  Akron, 
Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
a  regular  route,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  Muncie,  Ind.,  and  Logansport, 
Ind.,  as  follows:  From  Muncie  over  U.S. 
Highway  35  to  Logansport,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points  but  serving  junction  of 
Indiana  Highway  37  and  U.S.  Highway 
35  for  joinder  purposes  only,  as  an  al¬ 
ternate  route  for  operating  convenience 
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only,  in  connection  with  applicant’s  au¬ 
thorized  regular  route  operations. 

HEARING:  September  21,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  72. 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  232),  filed  May 
28,  1962.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  147  Park  Street,  Akron  9, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  representative:  P.  G. 
Whitmore  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com - 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  livestock, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Elyria,  Ohio,  and  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  42  and  Ohio  Highway  301  south 
of  Elyria;  from  Elyria  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  301  to  the  junction  of  Ohio  Highway 
301  and  U.S.  Highway  42,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route 
for  operating  convenience  only  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  regular-route 
operations. 

Note:  Applicant  states  “the  purpose  of  this 
application  is  to  permit  operating  truck¬ 
loads  over  applicant’s  presently  authorized 
route  between  Elyria  and  Lorain  on  the  one 
hand  and  applicant’s  terminal  at  Cleveland, 
Ohio  on  the  other  hand.  Lorain  is  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
regular  service  route  between  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  and  Elyria,  Ohio.  The  truckloads  in¬ 
volved  will  be  those  originating  at  or  des¬ 
tined  to  Elyria  and  Lorain  to  or  from  points 
in  the  South  and  Southwest.  Applicant  will 
continue  pickup  and  delivery  service  daily 
at  both  Elyria  and  Lorain  on  less  truckload 
shipments.”  It  is  further  noted  that  appli¬ 
cant  was  authorized  to  own,  operate,  and 
control  M  &  R  Transportation  Co.,  Inc.,  MC 
69274  in  MC-F-6161. 

HEARING:  September  28,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  117. 

No.  MC  2304  (Sub-No.  25),  filed  June 
12,  1962.  Applicant:  THE  KAPLAN 
TRUCKING,  a  corporation,  2900  Ches¬ 
ter  Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  James  M.  Burtch,  44 
East  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  General  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing),  serving  the  plant  site  of  Ford 
Motor  Co.,  located  on  Mound  Road, 
Macomb  County,  Mich.,  as  an  off -route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s  reg¬ 
ular  route  operations  between  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  and  Detroit,  Mich. 

HEARING:  September  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  76. 

No.  MC  2980  (Sub-No.  1)  (CORREC¬ 
TION),  filed  April  26,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  June  13,  1962, 
and  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  LANDGREBE  MOTOR 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  State  Road  No.  130, 


Valparaiso,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  J.  Guenther,  1212  Fletcher 
Trust  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  The 
purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  show 
that  the  proper  Joint  Board  should  have 
been  Joint  Board  No.  72  in  lieu  of  Joint 
Board  No.  149  as  shown  in  previous  pub¬ 
lication. 

HEARING:  July  26, 1962,  in  Room  908, 
Indiana  Public  Service  Commission,  New 
State  Office  Building,  100  North  Senate 
Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  72. 

No.  MC  15473  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  April 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  BEST  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  60,  Ottawa,  Kans. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Frank  W.  Taylor, 
Jr.,  10th  Floor,  1012  Baltimore  Building, 
Kansas  City  5,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those- 
of  unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  Edgerton,  Kans.  as  an  off-route 
point  in  connection  with  applicant’s 
regular-route  operations  between  Ot¬ 
tawa,  Kans.,  and  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

HEARING:  September  28,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  52. 

No.  MC  15909  (Sub-No.  5) ,  filed  May 
14,  1962.  Applicant:  E.  L.  BONER, 
doing  business  as  OWENS  TRANSFER, 
P.O.  Box  146,  Du  Quoin,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
representative:  R.  W.  Burgess,  1507  Pop¬ 
lin  Street,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  and  except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  in  17  M.C.C.  467,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  between  St. 
Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in  the  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  thereof,  and  Champ,  Mo.-In- 
dustrial  Village;  (1)  from  the  St.  Louis 
Terminal  at  Carr  Street,  via  Carr  Street 
to  12th  Street,  12  Street  to  Cass  Ave¬ 
nue,  Cass  Avenue  to  Interstate  Highway 
70,  thence  via  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
Champ  Mo.-Industrial  Village  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  no 
intermediate  points,  and  (2)  from  the 
western  boundary  of  the  St.  Louis  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  to  the  junction  of  Bypass 
66  and  Interstate  Highway  70,  thence 
via  Interstate  Highway  70  to  Champ, 
Mo.-Industrial  Village  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  no  intermediate 
points. 

HEARING:  July  13.  1962,  at  the  Pick- 
Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  15975  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  May 
2,  1962.  Applicant:  BUSKE  LINES, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  249, 123  West  Syler  Street, 
Litchfield,  Ill.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  R.  W.  Burgess,  1507  Poplin,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment). 


between  St.  Louis,  Mo.  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone,  and  Champ,  Mo.- 
Industrial  Village,  as  follows:  (1)  From 
applicant’s.  St.  Louis  terminal  at  1701 
North  lltli  Street,  via  11th  Street  to 
Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.- 
Industrial  Village,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate  or 
off-route  points;  and  (2)  from  the  west¬ 
ern  boundary  of  the  St.  Louis  commercial 
zone  to  the  junction  of  Bypass  66  and 
Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.- 
Industrial  Village,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate  or 
off -route  points. 

Note:  Applicant  also  holds  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  under  MC-43246  and  subs 
thereunder;  therefore  dual  operations  may  be 
involved. 

HEARING:  September  13,  1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  18738  (Sub-No.  29),  filed  June 
1,  1962.  Applicant:  SIMS  MOTOR 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  610  West 
138th  Street,  Chicago  27,  Ill.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Ferdinand  Bom,  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  as  described  in  Appendix 
V  to  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer¬ 
tificates,  Ex  Parte  MC-45,  from  Kokomo, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  Kentucky  and  Tennes¬ 
see. 

HEARING:  September  17,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  264. 

No.  MC  29079  (Sub-No.  14),  filed  May 
31,  1962.  Applicant:  BRADA  MILLER 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  1200  Home 
Avenue,  Kokomo,  Ind.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Howell  Ellis,  Suite  1210-12  Fi¬ 
delity  Building,  111  Monument  Circle, 
Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  as  described 
in  Appendix  V,  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  Ex  Parte  No.  MC- 
45,  from  Kokomo,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Tennessee. 

HEARING:  September  17,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  264. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  73)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  May  11,  1962,  published  in 
Federal  Register  issue  June  13,  1962, 
amended  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  KROBLIN  REFRIGERATED 
XPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  218,  Sumner, 
Iowa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  J.  Max 
Harding,  Box  2041,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat  and  packing¬ 
house  products,  as  described  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  Appendix  I,  61  M.C.C.  209, 
from  Luveme,  Minn.,  and  Sioux  City, 
Iowa,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Maine,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
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New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  and  Washington,  D.C. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  designate  the  territorial  description 
above  in  lieu  of  the  one  previously  published. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
23,  1962,  at  the  U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  before  Examiner  Leo  M. 
Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  40302  (Sub-No.  34),  filed  June 
4,  1962.  Applicant:  FEDERAL  EX¬ 

PRESS,  INC.,  4930  North  Pennsylvania 
Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Ferdinand  Born,  1019  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis 
4,  Ind.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading) ,  over  alternate  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only:  (1)  Between  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  31  and  Indiana 
Highway  26  and  the  junction  of  Indiana 
Highway  67  and  Indiana  Highway  26 
(near  Portland,  Ind.),  over  Indiana 
Highway  26,  serving  the  termini  points, 
the  junction  of  Indiana  Highway  26  and 
Indiana  Highway  9,  the  junction  of 
Indiana  Highway  3  and  Indiana  High¬ 
way  26,  the  junction  of  Indiana  Highway 
37  and  Indiana  Highway  26,  and  the 
junction  of  Indiana  Highway  26  and 
U.S.  Highway  35,  as  points  of  joinder. 

(2)  (a)  Between  the  junction  of  U.S. 

Highway  31  and  Indiana  Highway  28  and 
the  site  of  the  new  terminal  of  applicant 
approximately  0.9  of  a  mile  west  of  the 
junction  of  Indiana  Highway  9  and 
Indiana  Highway  28,  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  28.  (b)  Between  the  site  of  appli¬ 

cant’s  new  terminal  approximately  0.9 
of  a  mile  west  of  the  junction  of  Indiana 
Highway  9  and  Indiana  Highway  28,  and 
the  junction  of  Indiana  Highway  28  and 
Indiana  Highway  67,  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  28,  serving  the  termini  points  and 
the  junction  of  Indiana  Highway  28  and 
Indiana  Highway  3  as  points  of  joinder. 

(3)  Between  the  junction  of  Indiana 

Highway  28  and  Indiana  Highway  13  and 
the  junction  of  Indiana  Highway  13  and 
U.S.  Highway  35,  over  Indiana  Highway 
13,  connecting  with  Indiana  Highway  28, 
Indiana  Highway  26  and  U5.  Highway 
35  as  points  of  joinder.  (4)  Between 
the  junction  of  Highway  18  and  Indiana 
Highway  3  and  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  over 
Indiana  Highway  3.  (5)  Between  the 

junction  of  U.S.  Highway  40  and  Indiana 
Highway  1  and  Indiana  Highway  1  and 
Indiana  Highway  38,  over  Indiana  High¬ 
way  1,  connecting  with  Indiana  High¬ 
way  38  and  U.S.  Highway  40  as  points 
of  joinder.  (6)  Between  Tiffin,  Ohio, 
and  Bellvue,  Ohio,  over  Ohio  Highway 
18. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  the  routes  as 
set  forth  above  are  related  to  those  routes 
authorized  in  outstanding  certificates  be¬ 
tween  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Bloomington,  Ind., 
between  Huntington,  Ind.,  and  Junction  of 
Indiana  Highway  9  and  Indiana  Highway  67; 
the  route  between  Detroit,  Mich.,  and  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.;  and  the  route  between  Dunreith, 
Ind.,  and  the  Junction  of  Indiana  Highway 


3  and  Indiana  Highway  18.  With  respect  to 
Route  6  the  request  for  the  alternate  route 
is  related  to  outstanding  authority  reading 
between  Barberton,  Ohio,  and  Findlay,  Ohio, 
between  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  Youngstown, 
Ohio,  and  between  Bucyrus,  Ohio,  and  the 
Junction  of  Ohio  Highway  4  and  U.S. 
Highway  20. 

HEARING:  September  19,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  60. 

No.  MC  42343  (Sub-No.  11),  filed  June 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  MACHISE  EX¬ 
PRESS  COMPANY,  INC.,  500  North  Egg 
Harbor  Road,  Hammonton,  N.J.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140 
Cedar  Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Jet  fuel  and  avia¬ 
tion  gasoline,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  Burlington  and  Jacksonville, 
N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Delaware  and  those  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  New  York-Pennsylvania  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  15*to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  522,  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line. 

HEARING:  July  24,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  42487  (Sub-No.  558) ,  filed  June 
14,  1962.  Applicant:  CONSOLIDATED 
.FREIGHTWAYS  CORPORATION  OF 
DELAWARE,  175  Linfield  Drive,  Menlo 
Park,  Calif.  Applicant’s  attorney:  R.  E. 
Poelman  (same  address  as  applicant). 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  fer¬ 
tilizers,  dry  fertilizer  ingredients,  and 
dry  fertilizer  compounds,  (a)  from  points 
in  Bonneville,  Power  and  Minidoka 
Counties,  Idaho,  to  points  in  Montana 
and  Wyoming,  (b)  between  points  in 
Malheur,  Harney,  and  Baker  Counties, 
Oreg.,  and  points  in  Owyhee,  Canyon, 
Ada,  Gem,  Payette,  Washington,  Power, 
and  Adams  Counties,  Idaho,  (c)  from 
points  in  Utah  to  points  in  Colorado, 
New  Mexico,  Arizona,  California,  and 
Nevada,  (d)  between  points  in  Utah  and 
Colorado,  and  (e)  from  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia  to  points  in  Idaho,  Utah,  Nevada, 
and  Oregon. 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  “Is  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary  of  Consolidated  Freight- 
ways,  Inc.,  a  noncarrier,  as  is  Missouri  Con¬ 
solidated  Freightways  Corporation  (MC- 
52746);  and,  in  addition,  applicant  owns  all 
of  the  outstanding  stock  of  New  York  Con¬ 
solidated  Freightways  Corporation  (MC  222) . 
Applicant  also  owns  all  of  the  outstanding 
stock  of  Foster  Freight  Lines,  Inc.  (an  In¬ 
diana  intrastate  carrier) ,  Wheeler  Transfer 
and  Storage  Company  (a  Wisconsin  intra¬ 
state  carrier),  and  Canadian  Freightways, 
Ltd.,  a  motor  carrier  operating  in  Canada”. 

HEARING:  July  24,  1962,  at  the  Utah 
Public  Service  Commission,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  before  Examiner  Henry  A. 
Cock  rum 

No.  MC  44290  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  May 
21,  1962.  Applicant:  HUSMANN  & 

ROPER  FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1717 
North  Broadway,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  B.  T  LaTourette,  Jr.. 


Suite  1230  Boatmen’s  Bank  Building,  St. 

Louis  2,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading),  serving 
Ashley,  Ill.,  as  an  off-route  point  in  con¬ 
nection  with  applicant’s  authorized 
routes  between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Cin¬ 
cinnati,  Ohio,  and  Louisville,  Ky. 

HEARING:  September  12,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms  and  Federal  Building, 
Springfield,  Ill.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 

149. 

No.  MC  46737  (Sub-No.  39) ,  filed  May 
28,  1962.  Applicant:  GEO.  F.  ALGER 
COMPANY,  a  corporation,  3050  Lonyo 
Road,  Detroit  9,  Mich.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Walter  N.  Bieneman,  Guardian 
Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement,  in  bulk  and  in 
bags,  (1)  between  points  in  Michigan, 

(2)  between  points  in  Ohio  and  (3)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Indiana. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  this  applica¬ 
tion  is  to  cover  movements  of  “interstate 
traffic  to  and  from  rail  heads,  boats  docks, 
etc.” 

HEARING:  September  13,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  9. 

No.  MC  47710  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  May  1, 

1962.  Applicant:  JOSEPH  F.  KLA WIT¬ 
TER,  doing  business  as  KLA  WITTER 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  1674  Westwood 
Avenue,  Cincinnati  14,  Ohio.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Taylor  C.  Burneson, 

3430  Leveque-Lincoln  Tower,  50  West 
Broad  Street,  Columbus  13,  Ohio.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  a 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Coal  and  coke  and  „ 
such  commodities  as  are  transported  in  c 
dump  vehicles,  between  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  i 
on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the  other,  points 
in  Wayne,  Henry,  Union,  Fayette,  Rush,  . 
Franklin,  Decatur,  Dearborn,  Ohio,  Rip¬ 
ley,  Switzerland,  and  Jefferson  Counties,  . 
Ind.  ’  j 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  under  Cer-  I 

tificate  MC  47710  it  has  authority  to  trans-  ( 

port  the  aforesaid  commodities  between  j 

Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  one  point  in  Indiana,  , 
namely  Aurora.  With  respect  to  service  be¬ 
tween  said  points  duplicative  authority  is 
not  requested.  1 

HEARING:  September  25,  1962,  at  the  \ 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  .  £ 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  208.  \ 

No.  MC  52709  (Sub-No.  173),  filed 
May  25,  1962.  Applicant:  RINGSBY  ^ 

TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  3201  Ringsby 
Court,  Denver  5,  Colo.  Applicant’s  rep-  j 
resentative:  Eugene  St.  M.  Hamilton  « 

(same  address  as  applicant).  Author-  j 

ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car -  ( 

rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  j 
routes,  transporting:  Brandy,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Orange  Cove,  Calif.,  1 
to  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Bardstown,  Ky.  « 

Note:  Applicant  states  it  controls  United  ( 
Freight,  Inc.  (Docket  FF  155)  and  Inter 
State  Express,  Inc.  (Docket  FF  102),  both  of  ] 
which  are  wholly  owned  by  applicant. 
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HEARING:  July  25,  1962,  at  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Building,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  before 
Examiner  David  Waters. 

No.  MC  55896  (Sub-No.  13) ,  filed  May 
15,  1962.  Applicant:  R.  W.  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  4840  Wyoming  Avenue,  Dearborn, 
Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney:  William  B. 
Elmer,  1800  Buhl  Building,  Detroit  26, 
Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles  and  iron  and  steel  products, 
from  Kokomo,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  and  Tennessee,  and  empty  con¬ 
tainers  or  other  such  incidental  facilities 
(not  specified)  used  in  transporting  the 
above-specified  commodities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  17,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  264. 

No.  MC  55896  (Sub-No.  14)  (CLARI¬ 
FICATION),  filed  May  15,  1962,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  June  13, 
1962,  clarified  June  19,  1962,  and  repub¬ 
lished,  as  clarified,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  R.  W.  EXPRESS,  INC.,  4840  Wy¬ 
oming  Avenue,  Dearborn,  Mich.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  William  B.  Elmer,  1800 
Buhl  Building,  Detroit  26,  Mich.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value,  and 
except  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  17  M.C.C.  467, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities  • 
requiring  special  equipment)  between 
Goshen  and  Marion,  Ind.,  over  Indiana 
Highway  15,  serving  Wabash,  Ind.,  as  an 
intermediate  point. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  change  the  proposed  operation  from  a 
“from  and  to”  movement  to  a  “between” 
movement  and  also  to  add  Wabash,  Ind.,  as 
an  intermediate  point. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
27,  1962,  in  Room  908,  Indiana  Public 
Service  Commission,  New  State  Office 
Building,  100  North  Senate  Avenue,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.,  before  Joint  Board  No. 
149. 

No.  MC  70151  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  June 
11, 1962.  Applicant:  UNITED  TRUCK¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  INCORPORATED,  3047 
Lonyo  Road,  Detroit  9,  Mich.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Archie  C.  Fraser,  1400 
Michigan  National  Tower,  Lansing  8, 
Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value,  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  live- 
•  stock,  commodities  in  bulk,  not  includ¬ 
ing  salt  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading) ,  between 
Tecumseh,  Mich.,  and  Monroe,  Mich.; 
from  Tecumseh  over  Michigan  Highway 
50  to  Monroe,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  as  an  alternate  route  for  operating 
convenience  only,  serving  no  intermedi¬ 
ate  points. 

HEARING:  September  11, 1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  76. 

No.  MC  71743  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  May 
2,  1962.  Applicant:  BEILM  FREIGHT 
LINES,  INC.,  1819  North  17th  Street,  St. 


Louis  6,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
commodities  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  between  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points 
in  its  commercial  zone,  and  Champ,  Mo.- 
Industrial  Village,  as  follows:  (1)  From 
applicant’s  St.  Louis  terminal  at  1819 
North  17th  Street,  via  17th  Street  to  Cass 
Avenue,  thence  over  Cass  Avenue  to  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.-Indus- 
trial  Village,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  or  off- 
route  points;  and  (2)  from  the  western 
boundary  of  the  St.  Louis  commercial 
zone  to  the  junction  of  By-Pass  66  and 
Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.- 
Industrial  Village,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  no  intermediate  or 
off-route  points. 

HEARING:  September  13, 1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  75397  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May 
14,  1962.  Applicant:  HOMER  SPRU- 
ANCE,  1221  South  Verity  Parkway,  Mid¬ 
dletown,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
Paper  and  paper  products,  and  corru¬ 
gated  paper  cartons,  and  scrap  paper,  be¬ 
tween  Middletown,  Ohio,  and  Ligonier, 
Ind.,  from  Middletown,  over  Ohio  High¬ 
way  122  to  Eaton,  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  35  to  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  40,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  Richmond,  Ind.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  27,  to  Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  33  to  Ligonier,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes,  serving  no 
intermediate  or  off-route  points. 

Note:  The  applicant  states  the  proposed 
service  will  be  a  plant  to  plant  operation. 

HEARING:  September  26, 1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  60. 

No.  MC  75406  (Sub-No.  22) ,  filed  June 
21,  1962.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR  FOR¬ 
WARDING  COMPANY,  INC.,  2600  South 
Fourth  Street,  St.  Louis  18,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  B.  W.  LaTourette,  Jr., 
Suite  1230  Boatmen’s  Bank  Building,  St. 
Louis  2,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value,  livestock,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission,  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk,  commodities  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  and  those  injurious  or 
contaminating  to  other  lading) ,  serving 
the  Village  of  Champ,  Mo.  (also  known 
as  Champ  Industrial  Village)  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  authorized  regular  routes  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  MC  75406  and  subs  thereunder. 

HEARING:  September  13, 1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  179. 

No.  MC  76177  (Sub-No.  288)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT)  ,  filed  May  3,  1962,  published  is¬ 
sue  of  June  13,  1962,  amended  June  22, 
1962,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  BAGGETT  TRANS¬ 


PORTATION  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 

2  South  32d  Street,  Birmingham  5,  Ala. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold  G.  Hemly, 
Suite  605,  711  14th  Street,  Washington, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  between  Milan  Arsenal, 
near  Milan,  Tenn.,  and  Eglin  Air  Force 
Base,  near  Valparaiso,  Fla. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  authority 
under  MC  89778;  therefore  dual  operations 
may  be  involved.  Applicant  states  that  it 
controls  Alabama  Highway  Express.  The 
purpose  of  this  repuBlication  is  to  shown  a 
between  movement  in  lieu  of  a  from  and  to. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
20,  1962,  at  the  Hotel  Thomas  Jefferson, 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  before  Examiner  Wm. 
N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  78400  (Sub-No.  15) ,  filed  June 
11,  1962.  Applicant:  BEAUFORT 

TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
Post  Office  Box  102,  Gerald,  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Joseph  R.  Nacy,  117 
West  High  Street.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Clay,  in  bulk,  from  Owensville, 
Mo.,  to  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  from  Owens¬ 
ville,  over  Missouri  Highway  28,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  50,  to  East  St.  Louis,  and 
return  over  the  same  route  serving  no 
intermediate  or  off -route  points,  (2) 
charcoal,  in  bulk,  from  the  plant  site  of 
The  Kingsford  Company,  located  ap¬ 
proximately  six  miles  southwest  of  Belle, 
Mo.,  to  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  from  the  plant 
site  of  The  Kingsford  Company,  over 
unnumbered  highway  to  junction  Mis¬ 
souri  Highway  28,  thence  over  Missouri 
Highway  28,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50,  to  East 
St.  Louis,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  no  intermediate  or  off -route 
points,  and  (3)  materials  and  supplies 
used  in  the  production  of  charcoal,  from 
East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  to  the  plant  site  of 
the  Kingsford  Company,  located  approx¬ 
imately  six  miles  southwest  of  Belle,  Mo., 
from  East  St.  Louis,  over  U.S.  Highway 
50,  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  28, 
thence  over  Missouri  Highway  28,  to 
junction  unnumbered  highway,  thence 
over  unnumbered  highway  to  plant  site 
of  the  Kingsford  Company,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  or  off-route  points. 

HEARING:  September  21, 1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  80430  (Sub-No.  103),  filed 
June  21,  1962.  Applicant:  GATEWAY 
TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC.,  2130- 
2150  South  Avenue,  La  Crosse,  Wis.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  household  goods,  livestock, 
and  Classes  A  and  B  explosives) ,  serving 
Champ,  Mo.,  Industrial  Village  asanoff- 
route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  regular-route  operations  between 
Chicago,  Ill.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

HEARING:  September  13,  1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  179. 

No.  MC  87566  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May  9, 
1962.  Applicant:  SCHMIDT  TRUCK 
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SERVICE,  INC.,  U.S.  Highway  66,  Litch¬ 
field,  Ill.  Applicant’s  representative:  R. 
W.  Burgess,  1507  Poplin  Street,  St.  Louis 
3  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  unusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment) ,  between 
St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in  its  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  and  Champ,  Mo.-Indus- 
trial  Village,  as  follows:  (1)  Prom  ap¬ 
plicant’s  St.  Louis  terminal  at  5136  Bul- 
wer  Avenue,  via  Bulwer  Avenue,  to  East 
Grand,  thence  over  East  Grand  to  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.-Industrial 
Village  and  return  over  the  same  route 
serving  no  intermediate  points  or  off- 
route  points;  and  (2)  from  the  western 
boundary  of  the  St.  Louis  commercial 
zone  to  the  junction  of  By-Pass  66  and 
Interstate  Highway  70  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.-In¬ 
dustrial  Village  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  or  off- 
route  points. 

HEARING:  September  13,  1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  407),  filed 
June  4,  1962.  Applicant:  ELDON  MIL¬ 
LER,  INC.,  330  East  Washington,  Iowa 
City,  Iowa.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  from  points 
in  Connecticut,  Idaho,  Mississippi,  and 
Missouri  to  Turner,  Kans. 

HEARING:  July  31,  1962,  at  the  Park 
East  Hotel,  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  before 
Examiner  Laurence  E.  Masoner. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  83)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  April  18,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  June  13,  1962, 
amended  June  21,  1962,  and  republished 
as  amended  this  issue.  Applicant :  BON- 
NEY  MOTOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
12388 — Thomas  Comer  Station,  Norfolk, 
Va.  Applicant's  attorney:  Wilmer  B. 
Hill,  Transportation  Building,  Washing¬ 
ton  6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Meats,  meat  products,  meat  byproducts, 
and  articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses,  as  listed  in  parts  A  and  C  of 
Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions 
in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  from  Perry,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  West  Virginia, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  add  the  destination  States  of  Maryland, 
New  Jersey,  and  New  York,  to  the  authority 
previously  sought. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
26,  1962,  at  Room  401,  Old  Federal  Office 
Building,  Fifth  and  Court  Avenues,  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  before  Examiner  Bernard 
J.  Hasson,  Jr. 

No.  MC  94265  (Sub-No.  85)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  May  11,  1962„  published 
Federal  Register  issue  June  13,  1962, 
amended  and  republished  this  issue. 


Applicant:  BONNEY  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  Thomas  Comer  Station, 
Norfolk,  Va.  Applicant’s  attorney:  J. 
Max  Harding,  Box  2041,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Meat  and 
packinghouse  products,  as  described  by 
the  Commission,  in  Appendix  I,  61 
M.C.C.  209,  from  Luverne,  Minn.,  and 
Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Washington,  D.C. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  designate  the  territorial  description  above 
in  lieu  of  the  one  previously  published. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
23,  1962,  at  the  U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  before  Examiner  Leo  M. 
Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  94670  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
April  9,  1962.  Applicant:  RAYMOND  A. 
ALBERT  AND  EUGENE  C.  USSERY, 
doing  business  as  USSERY  TRUCK 
LINE,  a  partnership  Star  Route  Mar¬ 
shall,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Joseph 
R.  Nacy,  117  West  High  Street,  Jefferson 
City,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Fertilizer  (except  fertilizer  in  bulk  in 
tank  vehicles) ,  from  East  St.  Louis,  HI., 
and  points  in  Kansas,  to  points  in  Saline, 
Howard,  Pettis,  Lafayette,  Johnson,  Car- 
roll,  and  Chariton  Counties,  Mo.,  and 
(2)  feed,  from  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  Saline,  Howard,  Pettis,  Lafay¬ 
ette,  Johnson,  Carroll,  and  Chariton 
Counties,  Mo. 

HEARING:  September  19,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  195. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  420)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  April  18,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  June  13,  1962, 
amended  June  18,  1962,  and  republished, 
as  amended,  this  issue.  Applicant: 
WATKINS  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Al¬ 
bany  Road,  Thomasville,  Ga.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Duane  W.  Acklie  605 
South  Twelfth  Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meat  and  pack¬ 
inghouse  products,  as  described  by  the 
Commission  in  Appendix  I,  61  M.C.C. 
209,  from  Luverne,  Minn.,  and  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Mississippi,  Missouri,  North 
Carolina,  Oklahoma,  South  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  and  Texas. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  designate  the  territorial  description  above 
in  lieu  of  the  one  previously  published. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
23,  1962,  at  the  U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Sioux 
City,  Iowa,  before  Examiner  Leo  M. 
Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  95540  (Sub-No.  425),  filed 
April  26,  1962.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  Albany  Highway, 
Thomasville,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney:' 
Joseph  H.  Blackshear,  Gainesville,  Ga. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Meats,  meat 
products,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles 


distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
defined  in  A  and  C  of  Appendix  I  to 
Description  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
reported  at  61  M.C.C.  209  (272-273) 
(except  commodities  in  bulk),  and  re¬ 
stricted  to  transportation  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Evansville,  Ind.,  and  its  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone,  to  points  in  Mississippi,  and 
New  Orleans,  La.,  including  points  in  its 
Commercial  Zone,  and  rejected  ship¬ 
ments,  on  return. 

Note:  Comipon  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  July  23,  1962,  at  Federal 
Office  Building,  600  South  Street,  New 
Orleans,  La.,  before  Examiner  Lacy  W. 
Hinely. 

No.  MC  97183  (Sub-No.  14),  filed 
June  4,  1962.  Applicant:  MARION 

TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  1620  Fac¬ 
tory  Avenue,  Marion,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Illinois 
Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk).  (1)  Between  Greensburg, 
Ind.,  and  Muncie,  Ind.,  as  follows:  From 
Greensburg  over  Indiana  Highway  3  to 
Muncie,  and  return  over  the  same  route 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only,  serving  no  intermediate 
points,  with  service  at  Muncie  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  joinder  only,  in  connection  with 
applicant’s  authorized  regular-route  op¬ 
erations.  (2)  Between  Shelbyville,  Ind., 
and  the  junction  of  Indiana  Highways  9 
and  67,  as  follows:  From  Shelbyville,  Ind., 
over  Indiana  Highway  9  to  its  junction 
with  Indiana  Highway  67,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points,  as  an  alternate  route  for 
operating  convenience  only,  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  authorized  regular 
route  operations. 

HEARING:  September  20,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  72. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-No.  705),  filed 
June  26,  1962.  Applicant:  COASTAL 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  501  Grantley  Road, 
York,  Pa.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Harold 
G.  Hernly,  711  14th  Street,  Washington  5, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Cryogenic 
liquids  and  rocket  propellant  fuels,  in 
bulk,  in  specially  designed  tank  trailers, 
between  missile  sites,  production  plants, 
and  missile  test  facilities  in  the  States  of 
Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  New  Mexico,  New  York, 
Nebraska,  Nevada,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  South 
Dakota,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Ver¬ 
mont,  Washington,  and  Wyoming. 

-  HEARING:  July  17, 1962,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner 
Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  106914  (Sub-No.  18),  filed 
June  4,  1962.  Applicant:  HAROLD 

FINE,  doing  business  as  AMERICAN 
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CARTAGE  COMPANY,  1575  Fairfield 
Avenue,  Cleveland,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
representative:  G.  H.  Dilla,  5275  Ridge 
Road,  Cleveland  29,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  of  unusual  value,  live¬ 
stock,  household  goods,  commodities  in 
bulk  and  commodities  requiring  special 
equipment) ,  serving  the  site  of  the  Ford 
Motor  Company  plant  located  on  Mound 
Road  and  23  Mile  Road,  Macomb  County, 
Mich.,  as  an  off -route  point  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  applicant’s  regular-route 
operations. 

HEARING:  September  10,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  76. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  221),  filed 
June  18,  1962.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  65, 
Allapattah  Station,  Miami  42,  Fla. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  meat  byproducts,  and  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  and 
frozen  foods,  from  Sylvester,  and  Tifton, 
Ga.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Florida,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Michigan,  Mississippi, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

HEARING:  July  23,  1962,  at  680  West 
Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  107403  (Sub-No.  410),  filed 
June  21,  1962.  Applicant:  E.  BROOKE 
MATLACK,  INC.,  33d  and  Arch  Streets, 
Philadelphia  4,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Huron,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  five  miles  thereof,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
New  York,  and  Wisconsin. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  July  16, 1962,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner 
Edith  H.  Cockrill. 

No.  MC  1075  15  (Sub-No.  393) 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  April  19,  1962, 
published  Federal  Register  issue  May 
30,  1962,  amended  June  22,  1962,  and 
republished  this  issue.  Applicant:  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORT  CO,  INC., 
290  University  Avenue  SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Paul  M.  Daniell, 
Suite  214-217  Grant  Building,  Atlanta  3, 
Ga.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat, 
meat  products  and  meat  byproducts,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  from  Shaft- 
er,  Tex.,  and  points  in  Caldwell,  Gon¬ 
zales,  De  Witt,  and  Galveston  Counties, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Florida,  Georgia,  Ala¬ 
bama,  North  Carolina,  South  Carolina, 
and  Tennessee  (except  Memphis) . 
Common  control  may  be  involved. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  include  points  In  Galveston  County, 
Tex.,  as  shown  above,  as  origin  points. 
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HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned,  July 
20, 1962,  at  the  Baker  Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex., 
before  Examiner  Frank  J.  Mahoney. 

No.  MC  107643  (Sub-No.  60) ,  filed  June 
7,  1962.  Applicant:  ST.  JOHNS  MO¬ 
TOR  EXPRESS,  INC.,  7220  North  Bur¬ 
lington  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Liquid  chemicals, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (a)  between 
points  in  California,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Montana; 
(b)  between  points  in  Oregon,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ari¬ 
zona,  Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
vada,  New  Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming; 
and  (c)  between  points  in  Washington, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Arizona,  Colorado,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Utah,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  August  7,  1962,  at  the  New 
Mint  Building,  133  Hermann  Street,  San 
Francisco,  Calif.,  before  Examiner  Rich¬ 
ard  H.  Roberts. 

No.  MC  1  0  8449  (Sub-No.  148) 
(AMENDMENT) ,  filed  May  9, 1962,  pub¬ 
lished  issue  of  June  13,  1962,  amended 
June  18,  1962,  and  republished  as 
amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  IN- 
DIANHEAD  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1947 
West  Country  Road  “C”,  St.  Paul  13, 
Minn.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Glenn  W. 
Stephens,  121  West  Doty  Street,  Madi¬ 
son  3,  Wis.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Petroleum  and  petroleum  products, 
from  West  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof  to  points  in 
Minnesota,  South  Dakota,  Iowa,  and 
Nebraska. 

Note:  Applicant  states  that  Moore  Motor 
Freight  Lines,  Inc.,  MC  17481  is  a  wholly 
owned  subsidiary. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  add  “petroleum”  and  “points  within 
fifteen  miles”  of  West  Fargo,  N.  Dak. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
16,  1962,  in  Room  393,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing  and  U.S.  Court  House,  110  South 
Fourth  Street,  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Leo  M.  Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  59),  filed 
June  21,  1962.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  A  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  P.O.  Box  113,  Joplin,  Mo.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Max  G.  Morgan,  443- 
54  American  National  Bank  Building, 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Classes  A  and  B  explosives 
and  other  classified  materials,  between 
Milan  Arsenal  near  Milan,  Term.,  and 
Eglin  Air  Force  Base  near  Valparaiso, 
Fla. 

HEARING:  July  20,  1962,  at  Hotel 
Thomas  Jefferson,  Birmingham,  Ala., 
before  Examiner  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  109637  (Sub-No.  205),  filed 
May  24,  1962.  Applicant:  SOUTHERN 
TANK  LINES  INC.,  4107  Bells  Lane, 
Louisville  11,  Ky.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Grain  neutral  spirits,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Lawrenceburg, 
Ind.,  to  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

HEARING:  September  21,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 


mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  160. 

No.  MC  109689  (Sub-No.  134),  filed 
June  25, 1962.  Applicant:  W.  S.  HATCH 
CO.,  a  corporation,  643  South  800  West, 
Woods  Cross,  Utah.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Mark  K.  Boyle,  345  South  State 
Street,  Salt  Lake  City  1,  Utah.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Beet  pulp  and  beet 
pulp  pellets  (a)  between  points  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Idaho  and  (b)  from  points  in 
Oregon,  Idaho,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
South  Dakota  to  points  in  Utah,  Idaho, 
Wyoming,  Montana,  Washington,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Arizona,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  and 
Nevada. 

HEARING:  July  23,  1962,  at  the  Utah 
Public  Service  Commission,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  before  Examiner  Henry  A. 
Cockrum 

No.  MC  110525  (Sub-No.  513),  filed 
June  12,  1962.  Applicant:  CHEMICAL 
LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  520  East 
Lancaster  Avenue,  Downingtown,  Pa. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Leonard  A.  Jas- 
kiewicz,  Munsey  Building,  Washington  4, 
D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Huron,  Ohio,  and  points  within  5  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  "New 
York,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  Indiana,  and 
Michigan. 

HEARING:  July  16,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Edith  H.  Cockrill. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  213), 
(AMENDMENT),  filed  May  15,  1962, 
published  in  Federal  Register  issue  of 
June  13,  1962,  republished  this  issue  as 
amended  June  25.  Applicant:  RYDER 
TANK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  457,  Winston 
Salem  Road,  Greensboro,  N.C.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Dale  Woodall,  P.O.  Box 
2408,  Jacksonville,  Pa.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Dry  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
and  hopper  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Richmond  County,  Ga.,  to  points  in 
Richmond  County,  Ga.,  and  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  add  “tank” 
vehicles  to  this  portion.  Part  (2)  re¬ 
mains  as  published. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
26,  1962,  at  680  West  Peachtree  Street 
NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  before  Examiner  Wm. 
N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  110698  (Sub-No.  218),  filed 
June  22,  1962.  Applicant:  RYDER 

TANK  LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  457,  Win¬ 
ston  Salem  Road,  Greensboro,  N.C.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  attorney:  Dale  Woodall,  P.O. 
Box  2408,  Jacksonville,  Fla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Nitrogen  tetroxide,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Hopewell,  Va.,  to 
missile  sites  at  or  near  Davis  Month  an 
Air  Force  Base,  Ariz.,  Little  Rock  Air 
Force  Base,  Ark.,  and  McConnell  Air 
Force  Base,  Kans. 
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Note:  Applicant  states  that  capital  stock 
is  owned  by  the  Ryder  System,  Inc.,  of 
Miami,  Fla.,  which  also  controls  Ryder 
Truck  Lines,  Inc.,  and  other  motor  carriers 
subject  to  Part  II  of  the  Act. 

HEARING:  July  25,  1962,  at  the  Offi¬ 
ces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Exam¬ 
iner  Lawrence  A.  Van  Dyke,  Jr. 

No.  MC  112049  (Sub-No.  8),  filed  April 
10,  1962.  Applicant:  McBRIDE’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  1507  Papin  Street,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  Applicant’s  attorney  :  James 
E.  Wilson,  Perpetual  Building,  1111  E 
Street  NW„  Washington  4,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  requiring 
special  equipment),  between  Decatur, 
Ill.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  that  part  of  Illinois  bounded 
by  a  line  beginning  at  Vandalia,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to 
Greenup,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway 
130  to  Charleston,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  16  to  Mattoon,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  Tuscola,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  Decatur,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  Vandalia,  including 
points  on  the  indicated  portion  of  the 
highways  specified  above. 

HEARING:  September  10,  1962,  at 
the  U.S.  Court  Rooms  and  Federal 
Building,  Springfield,  Ill.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  149. 

No.  MC  112049  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  April 
12,  1962.  Applicant:  McBRIDE’S  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  1507  Papin  Street,  St. 
Louis  3,  Mo.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  those  of 
unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  special  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  points  in  the 
Commercial  Zone  thereof,  and  Champ, 
Mo.-Industrial  Village;  (1)  from  the 
St.  Louis  Terminal  at  Papin  Street,  over 
Papin  Street  to  13th  Street,  thence  over 
13th  Street  to  Market  Street,  thence  over 
Market  Street  to  the  approach  of  U.S. 
Highway  70,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  Champ,  Mo.-Industrial  Village, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
no  intermediate  points;  and  (2)  from  the 
western  boundary  of  the  St.  Louis  Com¬ 
mercial  Zone  to  the  junction  of  By-Pass 
66  and  U.S.  Highway  70,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  70  to  Champ,  Mo.-Indus¬ 
trial  Village,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  no  intermediate  points. 

HEARING:  September  13,  1962,  at  the 
Pick-Mark  Twain  Hotel,  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  113434  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
May  31,  1962.  Applicant:  GRA-BELL 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  679  Lincoln  Avenue, 
P.O.  Box  511,  Holland,  Mich.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Wilhelmina  Boersma, 
2850  Penobscot  Building,  Detroit  26, 
Mich.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Cider 
vinegar  stock,  and  (2)  vinegar  and  cider, 


from  points  in  Kent  County,  Mich.,  to 
Chicago,  Ill. 

HEARING:  September  14,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  73. 

No.  MC  113509  (Sub-No.  2)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT) ,  filed  April  23,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  June  6,  1962, 
amended  June  18,  1962,  and  republished 
this  issue.  Applicant:  DANTE  GENTI- 
LINI  TRUCKING,  INC.,  1636  West  125th 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Bernard  G.  Colby,  One  North  La 
Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  Ill.  The  purpose 
of  this  republication  is  to  change  the 
route  description  to  read  “eastern” 
boundary  of  Lake  Michigan  to  point  of 
origin,  from  “western”,  as  requested  and 
previously  published. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
17,  1962,  at  the  Midland  Hotel,  172  West 
Adams  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  73. 

No.  MC  114227  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  May 

14,  1962.  Applicant:  ALBERT  MEEU- 
SEN  AND  CLIFFORD  RUSSELL,  a  part¬ 
nership,  doing  business  as  A  &  C  CAR¬ 
RIERS  2909  East  Laketon  Avenue, 
Muskegon,  Mich.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  R.  Davis,  1400  Michigan  National 
Tower,  Lansing  8,  Mich.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
the  plant  of  Pan  Handle  Eastern  Pipe 
Line  Company,  located  at  or  near  New 
Baltimore,  Mich.,  to  points  in  Ohio  and 
Indiana. 

HEARING:  September  14,  1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  9. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  49) ,  filed  May 

15,  1962.  Applicant:  B.D.C.  CORPORA¬ 
TION,  4658  South  Kedzie  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney:  David 
Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  3,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Commercial  papers,  documents,  and 
written  instruments  (except  coins,  cur¬ 
rency,  and  negotiable  securities) ,  as  are 
used  in  the  conduct  and  operation  of 
banks  and  banking  institutions,  between 
Joplin,  Mo.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Baxter  Springs,  and  Galena,  Kans. 

HEARING:  September  18,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  36. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  50) ,  filed  May 
15,  1962.  Applicant:  B.D.C.  CORPO¬ 
RATION,  4658  South  Kedzie  Avenue, 
Chicago,  Ill.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
David  Axelrod,  39  South  La  Salle  Street, 
Chicago  3,  HI.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Papers,  used  in  the  processing  of  data  by 
computing  machines,  punch  cards,  mag¬ 
netic,  encoded  documents,  magnetic 
tape,  punch  paper  tape,  printed  reports, 
documents  and  office  records,  between 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Detroit,  Mich. 

HEARING:  September  12, 1962,  at  the 
Federal  Building,  Lansing,  Mich.,  before 
Joint  Board  No.  23. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  28),  filed 
June  28,  1962.  Applicant:  TRUCK 


TRANSPORT,  INC.,  Room  719  Buder 
Building,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Thomas  F.  Kilroy,  1815  H  Street 
NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Anhydrous  ammonia, 
fertilizers,  fertilizer  compounds,  fertil¬ 
izer  ingredients,  urea,  ammonia,  nitrate, 
and  nitrogen  solution,  from  Fort  Madi¬ 
son,  Iowa,  and  points  within  five  (5) 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Dakota,  and  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  (2)  anhydrous  ammonia, 
from  Meredosia,  Ill.,  and  points  within 
five  *5)  miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  and  Wisconsin,  and  rejected  and 
returned  shipments  in  connection  with 
the  commodities  specified  (1)  and  (2) 
above  and  exempt  commodities,  on 
return. 

HEARING:  August  7,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Richard  A.  White. 

No.  MC  115491  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
June  14,  1962.  Applicant:  COMMER¬ 
CIAL  CARRIER  CORPORATION,  502 


East  Bridgers  Avenue,  Auburndale,  Fla. 
Applicant’s  representative:  H.  R.  Mar- 
lane  (same  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  fruits,  frozen  ber¬ 
ries,  frozen  vegetables,  frozen  fruit  juices, 
aiid  frozen  fruit  concentrates,  in  mixed 
truckloads,  with  canned  and  processed 
citrus  fruits  and  juices,  from  points  in 
Florida,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Mis¬ 
souri,  and  Kansas. 

HEARING:  July  18,  1962,  at  the  U.S. 
Court  Rooms,  Tampa,  Fla.,  before  Com¬ 
missioner  Laurence  K.  Walrath. 

No.  MC  115523  (Sub-No.  107),  filed 
June  14,  1962.  Applicant:  CLARK 
TANK  LINES  COMPANY,  a  corporation, 
1450  Beck  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Edward  M.  Berol, 
21st  Floor,  100  Bush  Street,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco  4,  Calif.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Cryogenic  liquids  and  rocket  propellant 
fuels,  in  bulk,  in  specially  designed  tank 
vehicles,  between  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona.  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Florida,  Georgia,  Idaho,  Illinois,  Indi¬ 
ana,  Kansas,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Mon¬ 
tana,  New  Mexico,  New  York,  Nebraska, 
Nevada,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Wash¬ 
ington,  and  Wyoming. 

HEARING:  July  17,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  115669  (Sub-No.  30) ,  filed  June 
22,  1962.  Applicant:  HOWARD  N. 
DAHLS  TEN,  doing  business  as  DAHL- 
STEN  TRUCK  LINE,  Clay  Center,  Nebr. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Donald  L.  Stem, 
924  City  National  Bank  Building,  Omaha, 
Nebr.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
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irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Oys¬ 
ter  shells,  fish  meal,  fish  scrap,  and  ani¬ 
mal  feed  grade  sugar,  from  Council 
Bluffs,  Iowa,  and  Omaha,  Nebr.,  to  points 
in  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Kan¬ 
sas.  (2)  Salt,  from  Council  Bluffs,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Kansas,  (3)  Returned  and 
rejected  shipments,  on  return  in  (1)  and 
(2)  above, 

HEARING:  July  19,  1962,  in  Room 
393,  Federal  Building  and  U.S.  Court 
House,  110  South  Fourth  Street,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.,  before  Examiner  Leo  M. 
Pellerzi. 

No.  MC  116317  (Sub-No.  18) ,  filed  May 
8,  1962.  Applicant:  FEASTER  TRUCK¬ 
ING  SERVICE,  INC.,  Claflin,  Kans.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  H.  V.  Eskelin, 
P.O.  Box  2028,  Kansas  City  42,  Mo.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Clay  products, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Cloud  Ceramics 
located  approximately  seven  (7)  miles 
southeast  of  Concordia,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  Nebraska,  and  rejected  shipments  of 
the  above-specified  commodities,  on 
return. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  117651  and  Subs  thereunder; 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  September  28,  1962,  at 
the  Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  19. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  60) ,  filed  June 
22,  1962.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Elm  Springs, 
Ark.  Applicant’s  attorneys:  John  H. 
Joyce,  26  North  College,  Fayetteville, 
Ark.,  and  A.  Alvis  Layne,  Pennsylvania 
Building,  Washington  4,  D.C.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Frozen  foods,  from  Elk  City 
and  Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee 
(except  Memphis) . 

HEARING:  July  18,  1962,  at  the  Baker 
Hotel,  Dallas,  Tex.,  before  Examiner 
Frank  J.  Mahoney. 

No.  MC  117344  (Sub-No.  91),  filed  May 
4,  1962.  Applicant:  THE  MAXWELL 
CO.,  a  corporation,  10380  Evendale  Drive, 
Cincinnati  15,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Herbert  Baker,  50  West  Broad 
Street,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cement  and  mortar,  from 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana 
and  Kentucky,  and  empty  containers  or 
other  such  incidental  facilities  used  in 
transporting  the  commodities  specified 
above,  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  24, 1962,  at  New 
Post  Office  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
before  Joint  Board  No.  208. 

No.  MC  118868  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  May 
28,  1962.  Applicant:  JAY  CONRAD 
AND  GALE  RICKNER,  Jr.,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  RICK-CON 
TRUCKING  CO.,  755  Lehman  Street, 
Berne,  Ind.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Wal- 
/  ter  F.  Jones,  Jr.,  1017-19  Chamber  of 
Commerce  Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Animal  and  poultry 


feed  and  animal  and  poultry  feed  ingre¬ 
dients,  in  bulk,  and  in  hopper  type  vehi¬ 
cles,  between  the  plant  site  of  Yieldmor 
Feeds,  Inc.,  Piqua,  Ohio,  and  points  in 
that  part  of  Indiana  bounded  by  a  line 
beginning  at  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  and 
extending  south  along  U.S.  Highway  421 
to  junction  Indiana  Highway  43,  thence 
over  Indiana  Highway  43  to  Lafayette, 
Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  38 
to  Richmond,  Ind.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Indiana-Ohio  State 
line  to  the  Indiana-Michigan  State  line 
to  Lake  Michigan  and  thence  along  the 
shore  of  Lake  Michigan  to  point  of 
beginning. 

HEARING:  September  19,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  Post  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  60. 

No.  MC  119778  (Sub-No.  11),  filed 
June  21,  1962.  Applicant:  REDWING 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  34,  Powerly 
Station,  Birmingham,  Ala.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  J.  Douglas  Harris,  413-414 
Bell  Building,  Montgomery  4,  Ala. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Fertilizer 
solutions,  chemicals,  and  acids,  in  bulk, 
from  points  in  Richmond  County,  Ga., 
to  points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  Kentucky,  North  Carolina, 
South  Carolina,  Tennessee,  and  Virginia, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  (not  specified)  used  in 
transporting  the  above  described  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

HEARING:  July  26,  1962,  at  680  West 
Peachtree  Street  NW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  be¬ 
fore  Examiner  Wm.  N.  Culbertson. 

No.  MC  119934  (Sub-No.  48) ,  filed  May 
28,  1962.  Applicant:  ECOFF  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  Fortville,  Ind.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Robert  C.  Smith,  512  Illinois 
Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Edible  flour,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Dayton, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
and  Ohio,  and  damaged  and  rejected 
shipments,  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  18,  1962,  at 
Room  908,  Indiana  Public  Service  Com¬ 
mission,  New  State  Office  Building,  100 
North  Senate  Avenue,  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
before  Joint  Board  No.  208. 

No.  MC  123274  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  June 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  MARSHALL 

SERVICE,  INC.,  Pearl  and  Church 
Streets,  Newfield,  N.J.  Applicant’s  at¬ 
torney:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  140  Cedar 
Street,  New  York  6,  N.Y.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Jet  fuel  and  aviation  gas¬ 
oline,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  between 
Burlington  and  Jacksonville,  N.J.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Delaware  and  those  in  Pennsylvania  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New 
York-Pennsylvania  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  its 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  522,  and 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  522  to  the 
Pennsylvania-Maryland  State  line. 


HEARING:  July  24,  1962,  at  the  Offi-, 
ces  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner 
John  B.  Mealy. 

No.  MC  123781  (Sub-No.  3) ,  filed  April 
6,  1962.  Applicant:  JAMES  D.  TUR¬ 
NER,  Route  1,  Stark  City,  Mo.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  George  Henry,  115  West 
Spring  Street,  Neosho,  Mo.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Manufactured  feed  and 
grain  poultry  supplies,  from  Coffeyville, 
Kans.,  to  points  in  Newton,  McDonald, 
and  Jasper  Counties,  Mo.,  and  empty 
containers  and  other  such  incidental 
facilities  (not  specified),  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  commodities  specified  above, 
on  return. 

Note:  Applicant  states  “Shipper  owned 
freight  as  described  will  be  hauled  from  Mill 
of  Nutrena  Mills,  Inc.,  Coffeyville,  Kans.,  to 
poultry  farms  located  in  Newton,  McDonald, 
and  Jasper  Counties,  Mo.” 

HEARING:  September  19, 1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  36. 

No.  MC  123991  (Sub-No.  3)  (CORREC¬ 
TION),  filed  May  29,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register,  issue  of  June  27,  1962, 
and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
J.  V.  McNICHOLAS  TRANSFER  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  555  West  Federal 
Street,  Youngstown,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Chester  A.  Zyblut,  1700  K 
Street  NW.,  Washington  6,  D.C.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Precut  homes  and 
buildings,  from  Niles,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Missouri,  Maryland,  Delaware,  Virginia, 
Wisconsin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
and  empty  containers  or  other  such  inci¬ 
dental  facilities  and  rejected  shipments 
of  the  above-specified  commodities,  on 
return. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  common  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  14552  and  Subs  thereunder; 
therefore,  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to  cor¬ 
rectly  set  forth  the  hearing  information  as 
shown  below. 

HEARING:  August  2,  1962,  at  the  Of¬ 
fices  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  before  Ex¬ 
aminer  Jerry  F.  Laughlin. 

No.  MC  124164  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  May 
17,  1962.  Applicant:  HARLAND  K. 

THOMAS,  doing  business  as  THOMAS 
GARAGE,  301  South  Market  Street,  St. 
Clairsville,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
James  M.  Burtch,  44  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wrecked  and  disabled  motor  ve¬ 
hicles,  and  serviceable  trucks  and  trac¬ 
tors,  for  replacement  of  wrecked  and 
disabled  vehicles,  by  use  of  wrecker 
equipment  only,  between  points  in  Bel¬ 
mont  County,  Ohio,  and  those  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway 
15,  and  those  in  Brooke,  Hancock,  Mar¬ 
shall,  and  Ohio  Counties,  W.  Va. 

HEARING:  September  28,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  59. 

No.  MC  124198  (REPUBLICATION), 
filed  February  7,  1962,  published  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  issue  of  March  21,  1962, 
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and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
EDWARD  P.  DUNN,  JR.,  doing  business 
as  DUNN’S,  425  10th  Street,  Carlstadt, 
N.J.  Applicant’s  attorney:  LeRoy  Dun- 
zinger,  334  King  Road,  North  Brunswick, 
N.J.  By  application  filed  February  7, 
1962,  authority  was  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Disabled 
trucks,  disabled  tractors,  disabled  busses, 
and  disabled  cars,  in  driveaway  or  tow- 
away  service,  using  wrecker  vehicles,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  New  York  and  New 
Jersey,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Connect¬ 
icut,  Pennsylvania,  and  Delaware. 
Hearing  was  held  on  May  4,  1962,  at 
Newark,  N.J.,  Hearing  Examiner  Har¬ 
old  P.  Boss  presiding.  At  the  hearing 
the  application  was  amended  to  include 
replacement  tractors  and  trucks.  In  a 
Report  and  Order  served  May  24,  1962, 
effective  June  13,  1962,  the  examiner 
found  that  the  present  and  future  pub¬ 
lic  convenience  and  necessity  require  op¬ 
eration  by  applicant  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  by  motor  vehicle,  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce,  of  (1)  wrecked  or  dis¬ 
abled  trucks,  tractors,  busses,  and  pas¬ 
senger  cars,  requiring  the  use  of  wrecker 
equipment.  Between  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  and  New  York,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode  Island, 
and  (2)  replacement  vehicles  for  such 
wrecked  or  disabled  trucks,  tractors,  and 
passenger  cars,  from  points  in  New  Jer¬ 
sey  and  New  York  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Rhode 
Island,  and  recommends  that  an  appro¬ 
priate  certificate  authorizing  such  oper¬ 
ation  should  be  issued  after  the  elapse 
of  30  days  from  the  date  of  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  124266,  filed  March  9,  1962. 
Applicant:  NELSON  GWILLIM,  914 
Sumner,  Carlinville,  Ill.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1).  Dairy  products,  (a) 
from  Carlinville,  Carbondale,  Olney, 
Danville,  Springfield,  Carlyle,  Mount 
Sterling,  Quincy,  and  Alton,  Ill.,  to 
Evansville,  Ind.;  and  (b)  between  Car¬ 
linville,  Carbondale,  Olney,  Danville, 
Springfield,  Carlyle,  Mount  Sterling, 
Quincy,  and  Alton,  Ill.,  and  Lafayette, 
Ind.;  and  (2)  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  dairy  products, 
from  the  above-specified  destination 
points  to  the  respective  origin  points. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  above -specified 
commodities  will  be  for  Interplant  transfer 
of  dairy  products  from  and  between  the 
various  dairies  of  Prairie  Farms  Dairy,  Inc., 
located  in  the  above-specified  points  to  sales 
areas  of  Evansville  and  Lafayette,  Ind. 

HEARING:  September  12,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms  and  Federal  Building, 
Springfield,  Ill.,'  before  Joint  Board 
No.  21. 

No.  MC  124369,  filed  April  16,  1962. 
Applicant:  RAY  E.  LEMAN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  LEMAN  MOTOR  SERVICE,  208 
North  First  Street,  Hiawatha,  Kans. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 


mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wrecked 
and  disabled  automobiles,  trucks,  truck 
tractors,  and  trailers,  between  points  in 
Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Nebraska. 

HEARING:  September  26,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  140. 

No.  MC  124382  (CLARIFICATION), 
filed  April  19,  1962,  published  in  Federal 
Register  issue  of  June  6,  1962,  repub¬ 
lished  this  date  to  specify  ports  of  entry. 
Applicant:  RUSSELL  HOLMES,  R.R. 
No.  1,  Cardinal,  Ontario,  Canada.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Bagged  and  bulk 
gluten  meal  and  feed  from  ports  of  entry 
in  New  York  on  the  International 
Boundary  Line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada,  located  at  Comwall- 
Rooseveltown,  Johnstown-Ogdensburg 
and  Ivy  Lea  Bridge,  to  points  in  New 
York,  the  operations  to  be  under  con¬ 
tract  with  Canada  Starch  Co.,  Ltd.,  Car¬ 
dinal,  Ontario,  Canada. 

HEARING:  Remains  as  assigned  July 
16,  1962,  at  the  Federal  Building,  Syra¬ 
cuse,  N.Y.,  before  Examiner  Lyle  C. 
Farmer. 

No.  MC  124399,  filed  April  23,  1962. 
Applicant:  MRS.  R.  G.  LARZELERE, 
doing  business  as  LARZELERE  STAND¬ 
ARD  STATION,  Troy,  Kans.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  G.  T.  Van  Bebber,  Troy, 
Kans.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wrecked 
or  disabled  motor  vehicles  and  trailers, 
between  points  in  Doniphan  County, 
Kans.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Buchanan,  Andrew, 
Nodaway,  DeKalb,  Clinton,  Caldwell, 
Daviess,  Livingston,  Platte,  Clay,  and 
Jackson  Counties,  Mo.,  Richardson, 
Nemaha,  Otoe,  Cass,  Lancaster,  John¬ 
son,  Pawnee,  Gage,  Douglas,  and  Sarpy 
Counties,  Nebr. 

HEARING:  September  27,  1962,  at  the 
Hotel  Pick-Kansan,  Topeka,  Kans.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  140. 

No.  MC  124419,  filed  April  26,  1962. 
Applicant:  L.  W.  HOEHNS,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  HOEHNS  FEED  &  PRODUCE 
COMPANY,  Smithton,  Mo.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Herman  W.  Huber,  101  East 
High  Street,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Feed  and  fertilizer, 
dry,  in  bulk  and  in  bags,  from  East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Cooper,  Morgan, 
Miller,  Camden,  Hickory,  Benton,  Pettis, 
Henry,  Johnson,  and  Lafayette  counties. 
Mo.,  and  livestock  and  exempt  com¬ 
modities,  on  return. 

HEARING:  September  20,  1962,  at  the 
Missouri  Hotel,  Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  be¬ 
fore  Joint  Board  No.  135. 

No.  MC  124482,  filed  May  28,  1962. 
Applicant:  WISE  GARAGE,  INC.,  1845 
Troy  Street,  Dayton  4,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Jack  B.  Josselson,  Atlas  Bank 
Building,  Cincinnati  2,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Wrecked,  damaged, 
and  disabled  motor  vehicles  (except 
passenger  vehicles  and  trailers  designed 
to  be  drawn  by  passenger  vehicles),  by 
use  of  wrecker  only,  from  points  in 


Indiana,  to  Dayton,  Ohio;  and  (2)  re¬ 
placement  vehicles  and  repair  parts  for 
wrecked,  damaged  and  disabled  motor 
vehicles,  in  secondary  movements,  by  the 
truckaway  method  with  wrecker  equip¬ 
ment,  from  Dayton,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Indiana. 

HEARING:  September  27,  1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  60. 

No.  MC  124497,  filed  June  1,  1962. 
Applicant:  MARVIN  KAHN,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  G&S  TRUCKING,  3269  East 
Berkshire  Road,  Cleveland  Heights  18, 
Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney:  Edwin  C. 
Reminger,  905  The  Leader  Building, 
Cleveland  14,  Ohio.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Refractories,  including,  but  not 
limited  to  fire  brick,  plastic  and  ( other 
than  plastic ),  fire  clay,  mortar  or  ce¬ 
ment  (.high  temperature  bonding ),  kiln 
or  furnace  lining,  wooden  pallets  or  ship¬ 
ping  containers,  materials  and  supplies 
used  or  useful  in  the  manufacture  of  re¬ 
fractories,  (2)  empty  containers  or  other 
such  incidental  facilities  (not  specified) 
used  in  transporting  the  commodities 
specified  above,  between  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the 
plant  sites  of  North  American  Refrac¬ 
tories  Co.,  located  at  Ashland,  Ky.,  Cur- 
wensville,  Little  Gap,  Mount  Union,  and 
Womelsdorf ,  Pa. 

HEARING:  September  26, 1962,  at  the 
New  Post  Office  Building,  Columbus, 
Ohio,  before  Joint  Board  No.  150. 

No.  MC  124579.  filed  June  28,  1962. 
Applicant:  G.  EDWARD  WIKEL,  doing 
business  as  WIKEL  MILK  CARTAGE, 
Route  No.  1,  Huron,  Ohio.  Applicant’s 
attorney:  Richard  H.  Brandon,  Hartman 
Building,  Columbus  15,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carried, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Methanol,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Huron,  Ohio,  and  points 
within  five  (5)  miles  thereof,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota, 
and  New  York. 

Note:  Applicant  holds  contract  authority 
in  MC  114377,  therefore,  dual  operations  may 
be  involved. 

HEARING:  July  16,  1962,  at  the  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  before  Examiner 
Edith  H.  Cockrill. 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  1501  (Sub-No.  260),  filed  Jan¬ 
uary  12,  1962.  Applicant:  THE  GREY¬ 
HOUND  CORPORATION,  140  South 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago  3,  Ill.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  attorney:  Robert  J.  Bernard 
(same  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Passengers  and  their  baggage 
and  express,  newspapers,  and  mail,  in 
the  same  vehicle  with  passengers;  (1) 
between  junction  U.S.  Highway  117  and 
North  Carolina  Highway  53  near  Bur- 
gaw,  N.C.,  and  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
258  and  North  Carolina  Highway  53, 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  117  and 
North  Carolina  Highway  53  near  Bur- 
gaw,  over  North  Carolina  Highway  53  to 
its  junction  with  U.S.  Highway  258,  and 
return  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
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intermediate  points;  (2)  between  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  258  and  North  Caro¬ 
lina  Highway  24,  and  Goldsboro,  N.C., 
from  junction  U.S.  Highway  258  and 
North  Carolina  Highway  24,  over  North 
Carolina  Highway  24  to  Beulaville,  N.C., 
thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway  111 
to  Goldsboro,  and  return  over’  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 

(3)  between  Jacksonville,  N.C.,  and 
Petersburg,  Va.,  from  Jacksonville  over 
North  Carolina  Highway  24  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Highway  258,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  258  to  its  junction  with 
US.  Highway  13  in  Snow  Hill,  N.C., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  13  to  its  junc¬ 
tion  with  North  Carolina  Highway  58, 
thence  over  North  Carolina  Highway  58 
to  Wilson,  N.C.,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  301  to  Rocky  Mount,  N.C.,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  301  to  Emporia,  Va., 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  95  and 
U.S.  Highway  301  to  Petersburg,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  and  (4)  between 
Jacksonville,  N.C.,  and  Camp  Le  Jeune, 
N.C.,  from  Jacksonville  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  24  to  Camp  Le  Jeune,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  interme¬ 
diate  points. 

HEARING:  September  4,  1962,  at  the 
U.S.  Court  Rooms,  Uptown  Post  Office 
Building,  Raleigh,  N.C.,  before  Joint 
Board  No.  7. 

Applications  in  Which  Handling  With¬ 
out  Oral  Hearing  Has  Been  Elected 

motor  carriers  of  property 

No.  MC  2998  (Sub-No.  24) ,  filed  June 
19,1962.  Applicant:  WOLVERINE  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INCORPORATED,  701  Erie  Ave¬ 
nue,  Muskegon,  Mich.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  James  F.  Nolan,  1901  Train 
Avenue,  Cleveland  13,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  articles  in  bulk, 
livestock,  automobiles,  and  those  requir¬ 
ing  special  equipment)  serving  the  site  of 
the  A.C.E.  Freight,  Inc.  truck  terminal, 
to  be  located  in  Summit  County,  Ohio,  at 
Ohio  Highway  8  and  Twinsburg  Road, 
approximately  eleven  (11)  miles  north  of 
Akron,  Ohio,  as  an  intermediate  and  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  its  au¬ 
thorized  operations  to  and  from  Cleve¬ 
land,  Ohio,  over  regular  routes. 

Note:  The  service  would  be  restricted  to 
interchange  and  connecting-line  freight  only 
on  traffic  originating  or  destined  beyond  the 
above  specified  point. 

No.  MC  3560  (Sub-No.  16)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  February  15,  1962,  pub¬ 
lished  Federal  Register  issue  of  May  9, 
1962,  amended  June  14,  1962,  and  re¬ 
published,  as  amended,  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  GENERAL  EXPRESSWAYS, 
INC.,  1205  South  Platte  River  Drive, 
Denver  23,  Colo.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
0.  Russell  Jones,  Bokum  Building,  142 
West  Palace  Avenue,  Santa  Fe,  N.  Mex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 


goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  those  requiring 
special  equipment,  and  those  injurious 
or  contaminating  to  other  lading),  be¬ 
tween  junction  U.S.  Highway  11  and 
Interstate  highway  83  at  or  near  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  and  Baltimore,  Md.,  serving 
no  intermediate  points,  and  serving  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  11  and  Interstate 
Highway  83  for  joinder  purposes  only, 
as  an  alternate  route  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only  in  connection  with  car¬ 
rier’s  regular-route  operations;  from 
junction  U.S.  Highway  11  and  Interstate 
Highway  83  over  Interstate  Highway  83 
to  Baltimore,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  designate  the  route  description  above  in 
lieu  of  the  route  description  previously 
published. 

No.  MC  19537  (Sub-No.  3),  filed 
June  20,  1962.  Applicant:  CLARENCE 
CALDWELL  CLARK,  doing  business  as 
CLARK’S  TRUCK  LINE,  RFD  No.  3, 
Pontotoc,  Miss.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Louis  I.  Dailey,  2111  Sterick  Building, 
Memphis  3,  Tenn.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value,  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those 
requiring  special  equipment),  between 
Potts  Camp,  Miss.,  and  New  Albany, 
Miss.,  as  follows:  Over  Mississippi  High¬ 
way  349  from  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  78,  at  or  near  Potts  Camp,  to  its 
intersection  with  Mississippi  Highway 
30,  thence  over  Mississippi  Highway  30  to 
New  Albany,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  the  intermediate  points 
of  Poolville,  Enterprise,  Darden,  Mace¬ 
donia,  Cornersville,  and  Bethlehem,  Miss. 

No.  MC  105632  (Sub-No.  27)  (AMEND¬ 
MENT),  filed  June  5,  1962,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  June  13,  1962, 
amended  and  republished  this  issue. 
Applicant:  CENTRAL  OF  GEORGIA 
MOTOR  TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a 
corporation,  227  West  Broad  Street, 
Savannah,  Ga.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
William  H.  Teasley,  P.O.  Box  2126, 
Savannah,  Ga.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities,  moving  by  Railway 
Express,  in  service  auxiliary  to  or  sup¬ 
plemental  of  the  rail  service  of  Central 
of  Georgia  Railway  Company,  between 
Cedartown,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.,  from 
Cedartown,  over  U.S.  Highway  27  (Geor¬ 
gia  Highway  1),  to  Carrolton,  Ga., 
thence  over  Georgia  Highway  16,  to 
Newnan,  Ga.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
29,  to  Atlanta,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  Cedartown  and  Newnan  as  pres¬ 
ently  authorized,  but  serving  none 
between  Newnan  and  Atlanta,  Ga.  Com¬ 
mon  control  may  be  involved. 

Note:  The  purpose  of  this  republication  is 
to  indicate  Georgia  Highway  “16”  in  lieu  of 
Highway  “15”  as  previously  published 
erroneously. 

No.  MC  112750  (Sub-No.  104),  filed 
June  19,  1962.  Applicant:  ARMORED 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  222-17 
Northern  Boulevard,  Bayside,  N.Y.  Ap¬ 


plicant’s  attorney:  James  K.  Knudson, 
1821  Jefferson  Place  NW.,  Washington 
6,  D.C.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Charge 
sales  tickets,  cash  sales  tickets,  charge 
credit  sales  tickets,  refund  slips,  cash 
register  tapes,  application  forms  and  ac¬ 
companying  documents,  between  New 
York,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Bergen,  Middlesex,  and 
Morris  Counties,  N.J. 

Note:  Applicant  states  the  proposed  serv¬ 
ice  will  be  for  the  account  of  J.  C.  Penney 
Company,  Inc.  Common  control  may  be 
involved. 

No.  MC  114897  (Sub-No.  38),  filed 
June  20,  1962.  Applicant:  WHITFIELD 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  240  West  Amador 
Street,  Las  Cruces,  N.  Mex.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Sulphuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Climax  Chemical  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Monument,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in 
Texas,  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  277, 
beginning  at  boundary  between  the 
United  States  and  Mexico  (near  Del  Rio, 
Tex.),  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  277,  to  the  Texas  and  Oklahoma 
line  and  to  points  in  Tillman,  Jackson, 
and  Kiowa  Counties,  Okla. 

Note:  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

No.  MC  123254  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  June 
25,  1962.  Applicant:  ALBERT  PITZER 
AND  JANE  PITZER,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  PITZER  BROTHERS, 
Arch  and  Thompson  Street,  Box  633, 
Jeannette,  Pa.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  and  brewed  beverages,  from 
Latrobe,  Pa.,  to  Homell,  N.Y.,  and  empty 
containers  or  other  such  incidental 
facilities  (not  specified)  used  in  trans¬ 
porting  the  above-specified  commodities, 
on  return. 

No.  MC  124169  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  June 
18,  1962.  Applicant:  KAUFER  AND 
BLUE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  17,  Riviera,  Tex. 
Applicant’s  attorney :  Austin  L.  Hatchell, 
Perry-Brooks  Building,  Austin  1,  Tex. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Wild  birds 
and  wild  animals,  and  empty  containers 
or  other  such  incidental  facilities  (not 
specified) ,  used  in  the  transportation  of 
the  above  commodities,  between  points 
in  Texas  on  the  one  hand,  and  on  the 
other,  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Hawaii  and  Alaska). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PASSENGERS 

No.  MC  70947  (Sub-No.  16) ,  filed  June 
22,  1962.  Applicant:"  MT.  HOOD 

STAGES,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
PACIFIC  TRAILWAYS,  1068  Bond 
Street,  Bend,  Oreg.  Applicant’s  attor¬ 
ney:  Donald  A.  Schafer,  12321  South¬ 
east  Evergreen  Highway,  Vancouver, 
Wash.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express,  news¬ 
papers,  and  mail  in  the  same  vehicles 
with  passengers,  between  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  20  (3  miles  west  of  San- 
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tiam  Junction)  with  unnumbered 
Oregon  highway  known  as  Clear  Lake 
Cutoff,  and  the  junction  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  126  with  the  unnumbered  Oregon 
Highway  known  as  Clear  Lake  Cutoff, 
at  Belknap  Springs,  Oreg.,  traversing 
said  unnumbered  highway  known  as 
Clear  Lake  Cutoff,  and  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  in  both  directions. 

No.  MC  70947  (Sub-No.  17),  filed 
June  22,  1962.  Applicant:  MT.  HOOD 
STAGES,  INC.,  doing  business  as  PA¬ 
CIFIC  TRAILWAYS,  1068  Bond  Street, 
Bend,  Oreg.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Donald  A.  Schafer,  12321  Southeast 
Evergreen  Street,  Vancouver,  Wash. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  reg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Passengers 
and  their  baggage,  and  express,  news¬ 
papers  and  mail,  in  the  same  vehicles 
with  passengers,  between  Ontario,  Oreg., 
and  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highways  20 
and  30  at  Caldwell,  Idaho,  traversing  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  80-N,  and  serving  no 
intermediate  points  in  either  direction. 

No.  MC  124552,  filed  June  11,  1962. 
Applicant:  JOHN  W.  YOUNG,  an  indi¬ 
vidual,  doing  business  as  INTER-CITY 
TRANSIT,  300  West  North  Avenue,  East 
Palestine,  Ohio.  Applicant’s  attorney: 
Robert  S.  Hartford,  161  North  Market 
Street,  East  Palestine,  Ohio.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  in  the  same  vehicle  with  passen¬ 
gers,  (1)  between  Youngstown,  Ohio,  and 
Wheeling,  W.  Va.,  as  follows:  From 
Youngstown,  Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  Salem,  Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio 
Highway  45  to  Lisbon,  Ohio,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  East  Liverpool,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  7  to  Steuben¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  thence  across  the  Ohio  River 
to  East  Steubenville,  W.  Va.,  and  thence 
over  West  Virginia  Highway  2  to  Wheel¬ 
ing,  W.  Va.,  returning  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  intermediate  points  ex¬ 
cept  on  traffic  which  originates  and 
terminates  at  Steubenville  or  Wheeling 
or  points  between  those  points,  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Youngstown,  Ohio,  and  East 
Liverpool,  Ohio,  as  follows:  From 
Youngstown  over  Ohio  Highway  7  to 
junction  with  U.S.  Highway  30,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  East  Liverpool 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  return¬ 
ing  over  the  same  route. 

Note:  Applicant  operates  the  Ohio  Val¬ 
ley  Charter  Service  (MC-109417) . 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petitions 

No.  MC  99749  (Sub-No.  2)  (PETITION 
FOR  INTERPRETATION  OF  CERTIFI¬ 
CATE,  AND  FOR  WAIVER  OF  RULE 
1.101(e),  TO  PERMIT  FILING  OF  PE¬ 
TITION  FOR  REOPENING  AND  RE¬ 
CONSIDERATION  OF  No.  MC-43708 
and  FOR  PARTIAL  REOPENING  AND 
INVESTIGATION  OF  AUTHORITY 
NOW  INCLUDED  IN  NO.  MC-99749 
(Sub-No.  2).  Petitioner:  BOURNE'S 
TRANS.,  INC.,  Brockton,  Mass.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  attorney:  Reubin  Kaminsky,  410 
Asylum  Street,  Hartford,  Conn.  In  No. 
MC  43708  a  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity  was  issued  to  the 
Atkinson  Transport,  Inc.,  insofar  as  the 
said  Certificate  authorizes  irregular- 


route  operations,  set  forth  the  authority 
to  transport  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  between  Bridgewater 
and  East  Bridgewater,  Mass.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Mas¬ 
sachusetts  and  Rhode  Island,  This  cer¬ 
tificate  was  acquired  by  petitioner  pur¬ 
suant  to  a  proceeding  in  No.  MC-FM 
62884.  It  was  thereafter  reissued  to  the 
petitioner  in  Docket  No.  MC  99749  (Sub- 
No.  2).  Petitioner  was  advised  that 
Arkinson  Transport,  Inc.,  for  a  long 
time  prior  to  June  1,  1935,  and  sub¬ 
sequent  thereto  had  engaged  in  the 
transportation  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  between  points 
in  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Island, 
using  its  terminal  facilities  located  at  , 
Bridgewater  and  East  Bridgewater, 
Mass.,  as  the  gateway  for  such  opera¬ 
tions.  Petitioner  requests  the  Commis¬ 
sion  interpret  the  irregular-route  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Certificate  in  No.  MC  99749 
(Sub-No.  2)  to  permit  the  transportation 
of  general  commodities,  with  certain 
exceptions,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Massachusetts  and 
Rhode  Island,  via  the  gateways  of 
Bridgewater  and  East  Bridgewater, 
Mass.,  and  reissue  the  same  as  neces¬ 
sary,  or  in  the  alternative,  that  Rule 
1.101(e)  of  the  Commission’s  rules  of 
practice  be  waived  to  permit  the  filing 
of  a  petition  for  reconsideration  and  for 
reopening  and  reconsideration  of  the 
application  in  Docket  No.  MC  43708,  and 
for  partial  reopening  and  modification 
of  authority  now  included  in  No.  MC 
99749  (Sub-No.  2),  and  that  in  the  dis¬ 
cretion  of  the  Commission  this  matter 
be  assigned  for  oral  hearing  or  designate 
the  matter  as  one  to  be  handled  under 
the  modified  procedure.  Any  person  or 
persons  desiring  to  participate  in  this 
proceeding,  may,  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  this  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  file  an  appropriate 
pleading. 

No.  MC  109749  (Sub-No.  12)  (PETI¬ 
TION  TO  ADD  SHIPPER),  filed  June 
6,  1962.  Petitioner:  GAIL  W.  DAHL 
AND  FRED  E.  HAGEN,  a  partnership, 
doing  business  as  DAHL  TRUCK 
LINES,  Sioux  City,  Iowa.  Petitioner’s 
attorney:  J.  Max  Harding,  605  South 
12th  Street,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  Petitioner 
filed  an  application  with  this  Commis¬ 
sion  which  was  assigned  docket  No.  MC 
109749  (Sub-No.  12) ,  seeking  motor  con¬ 
tract  carrier  authority  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Armour  and  Company 
for  the  transportation  of  meat  and  pack¬ 
inghouse  products,  as  described  by  the 
Commission,  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to 
specified  points  in  Wyoming  and  Mon¬ 
tana,  under  continuing  contract  with 
Armour  and  Company  of  Sioux  City, 
Iowa.  This  permit  was  subsequently 
amended  by  adding  Swift  and  Company 
of  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  as  an  additional 
shipper  on  this  permit.  On  April  23, 
1962,  the  Commission  notified  the  Peti¬ 
tioner  that  the  application  for  authority 
to  transport  meat  and  packinghouse 
products  from  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  to  speci¬ 
fied  areas  in  Wyoming  and  Montana, 
limited  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  continuing  contracts 
with  Armour  and  Company  and  Swift 
and  Company  of  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  had 


been  granted.  By  petition  filed  June 
6,  1962,  petitioner  requests  the  Commis¬ 
sion  to  approve  the  addition  of  a  con¬ 
tract  with  Sioux  City  Dressed  Pork,  Inc., 
of  Sioux  City,  Iowa,  as  an  additional 
shipper  for  whom  the  above-described 
transportation  would  be  performed. 
Any  person  or  persons  desiring  to  oppose 
the  addition,  may,  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  this  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register,  file  an  appropriate 
pleading. 

Applications  for  Certificates  or  Per¬ 
mits  Which  Are  To  Be  Processed 
Concurrently  With  Applications 
Under  Section  5  Governed  by  Special 
Rule  1.240  to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  66462  (Sub-No.  8),  filed 
June  27,  1962.  Applicant:  THE  WIL¬ 
LETT  COMPANY,  a  corporation,  700 
South  Desplaines  Street,  Chicago,  El. 
Applicant’s  attorney:  Nuel  D.  Belnap, 

1  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago  2,  El. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Iron,  steel, 
copper  and  brass  articles,  structural  steel, 
paint  and  machinery,  from  De  Kalb, 
Joilet,  and  Waukegan,  Ill.,  and  points  in 
the  Chicago,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zone,  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  to  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and 
Wisconsin  within  150  miles  of  Chicago, 
and  (2)  aluminum  products,  from  the 
plant  site  of  the  warehouse  of  Joseph  T. 
Ryerson  and  Son,  Inc.,  in  Chicago,  El., 
to  points  in  Indiana  and  Wisconsin 
within  150  miles  of  Chicago. 

Note:  This  application  Is  directly  related 
to  MC-F  8172,  published  this  Issue. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  apphcations  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  special  rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  apphcations  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  sections 
5(a)  and  210a(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  and  certain  other  proceedings 
with  respect  thereto  (49  CFR  1.240). 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC-F-7598  (SULLIVAN  LINES, 
INC.,— CONTROL  AND  MERGER— 
RICKENBACHER  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.),  published  in  the  August  3,  1960, 
issue  of  the  Federal  Register  on  page 
7301.  Petition  filed  September  22,  1961, 
as  supplemented  May  31,  1962,  for  re¬ 
consideration  of  the  Report  and  Order 
of  the  Commission,  Finance  .Board  1, 
dated  May  17,  1961,  and  for  considera¬ 
tion  of  a  modified  plan  of  acquisition. 
Authority  sought  for  lease,  by  SULLIVAN 
LINES,  INC.,  1219  Morris  Street,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  RICKENBACHER  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION,  INC.,  1  Bloomfield  Avenue, 
Newark,  N.J.,  for  a  term  of  5  years. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  leased  as 
stated  in  the  August  3,  1960,  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

No.  MC-F-8168.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  ALKIRE  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  1600  Genesee,  Kansas  City,  Mo., 
of  the  operating  rights  of  KISSICK 
TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  Room 
841,  Live  Stock  Exchange  Building, 
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Kansas  City,  Mo.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
TENNYS  L.  ALKIRE,  1600  Genesee, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  of  control  of  such 
(lights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorney:  Mack  Stephenson,  208 
East  Adams  Street,  Springfield,  Ill.  Op¬ 
erating  rights  sought  to  be  transferred: 
General  commodities,  excepting,  among 
others,  household  goods  and  commodities 
in  bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  between  points  in  the  St. 
Louis,  Mo.-East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  St.  Louis  County,  Mo.,  not 
within  said  Commercial  Zone;  grain, 
grain  products,  and  manufactured  mill 
feeds,  in  packages  from  East  St.  Louis, 

Ill.,  to  St.  Charles,  Mo.,  and  points  in  St. 
Louis  County,  Mo.;  and  heavy  machin¬ 
ery,  construction  materials,  supplies  and 
equipment,  junk,  and  fencing  materials, 
between  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  Nebraska,  Iowa,  and  Illi¬ 
nois.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier  in  Missouri,  Kansas, 
Oklahoma,  Iowa,  Illinois,  Nebraska, 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  Indiana,  and  Min¬ 
nesota.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8169.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MORRISON  MOTOR 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  1100  East  Jenkins 
Boulevard,  Akron,  Ohio,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  ALPHA  LINES,  INC.,  827  Reyn¬ 
olds  Avenue,  Columbus,  Ohio,  and  for 
acquisition  by  MERMAC  INSURANCE 
AGENCY,  INC.,  135  South  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  in  turn  by 
PATRICK  MULLADY,  7038  Ridge  Ave¬ 
nue,  Chicago,  Ill.,  of  control  of  such 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Axelrod,  Goodman  & 
Steiner,  39  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago  3,  Ill.,  and  John  P.  McMahon,  44 
East  Broad  Street,  Columbus  15,  OhiQ. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  General  commodities,  except 
those  of  unusual  value,  Class  A  and  B 
explosives,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk 
(not  including  salt  in  bulk) ,  commodities 
requiring  special  equipment,  and  those 
injurious  or  contaminating  to  other  lad¬ 
ing,  as  a  common  carrier  over  a  regular 
route,  between  Newcomerstown,  Ohio, 
and  Columbus,  Ohio,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  such  commodities  as  are 
dealt  in  by  wholesale  and  retail  hardware 
stores,  building  and  construction  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies,  paper  and  paper 
products,  glassware,  junk,  and  rags,  over 
irregular  routes,  between  Columbus  and 
Grandview  Heights,  Ohio,  and  points  in 
Ohio  within  one  mile  of  Columbus,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Ohio,  Indiana,  West  Virginia,  that  part 
of  Kentucky  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  25  to  Corbin, 
Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  25W  to 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line,  and 
that  part  of  Pennsylvania  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Erie,  Pa.,  and  extending 
/  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  Pittsburgh,  Pa., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Jen- 
nerstown,  Pa.,  and  thence  along  U.S. 

I  Highway  219  to  the  Pennsylvania-Mary- 
land  State  line,  including  points  on  the 


indicated  portions  of  the  highways  speci¬ 
fied;  new  store  fixtures,  from  Columbus, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  West  Virginia,  Indiana, 
and  Cook  County,  Ill.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Kansas,  Illinois,  Missouri, 
and  Pennsylvania.  Application  has  been 
filed  for  temporary  authority  under  sec¬ 
tion  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8170.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  B  &  P  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  51st  Street  and  A.V.R.R.,  Pitts¬ 
burgh  1,  Pa.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
HICKS  EXPRESS,  INC.,  6301  Quad 
Avenue,  Baltimore  5,  Md.,  and  for  acqui¬ 
sition  by  HOWARD  MILLER  and  NEL¬ 
LIE  E.  MILLER,  both  of  Pittsburgh,  of 
control  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’ attorneys:  Samuel  P. 
Delisi,  Delisi  and  Wick,  1515  Park  Build¬ 
ing,  Pittsburgh  22,  Pa.,  and  A.  David 
Millner,  Bowes  and  Millner,  1060  Broad 
Street,  Newark  2,  N.J.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities,  excepting,  among  others, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes,  between  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Washington,  D.C.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  and  certain  off -route  points.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  Maryland, 
Pennsylvania,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-8171.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  LOVELACE  TRUCK  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  425  North  Second  Street, 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  of  the  operating  rights 
and  property  of  OESCH  TRANSFER 
CO.,  501  South  East  Street,  Bloomington, 
Ill.,  and  for  acquisition  by  M.  F.  NIE- 
MEYER,  also  of  Terre  Haute,  of  control 
of  such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Ferdi¬ 
nand  Born,  1019  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis  4,  Ind.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  transferred:  General 
commodities,  excepting,  among  othex*s, 
household  goods  and  commodities  in 
bulk,  as  a  common  carrier  over  regular 
routes,  between  Champaign,  Ill.,  and 
Springfield,  Ill.,  between  Champaign, 
Ill.,  and  Clinton,  Ill.,  and  between  De¬ 
catur,  Ill.,  and  Peoria,  Ill.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  household  goods,  as 
defined  in  Practices  of  Motor  Common 
Carriers  of  Household  Goods,  17  M.C.C. 
467,  over  irregular  routes,  between 
Bloomington,  Ill.,  and  points  within  25 
miles  of  Bloomington,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  and  Missouri;  staple  and  fancy 
groceries,  stock  and  poultry  feeds,  and 
soap  and  soap  powders,  from  Blooming¬ 
ton,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Illinois  within  100 
miles  of  Bloomington.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  in 
Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Missouri.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  been  filed  for  temporary  au¬ 
thority  under  section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-8172.  Authority  sought  for 
control  and  merger  by  THE  WILLETT 
COMPANY,  700  South  Desplaines  Street, 
Chicago  7,  Ill.,  of  the  operating  rights 
and  property  of  C.  D.  GAMMON  COM¬ 
PANY,  1958  West  Carroll  Avenue,  Chi¬ 
cago  12,  ID.,  and  for  acquisition  by  WIL¬ 
LETT  MOTOR  COACH  COMPANY,  700 


South  Desplaines  Street,  Chicago,  Ill., 
and  in  turn  by  HOWARD  L.  WILLETT, 
SR.  (HOWARD  L.  WILLETT,  SR., 
TRUSTEE),  1260  Astor  Street,  Chicago, 

Ill.,  FLORENCE  COLLINS  WILLETT, 
999  Lake  Shore  Drive,  Chicago,  Ill.,  AL¬ 
VIN  T.  WILLETT,  700  South  Desplaines 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  HELEN  WILLETT 
FALLON,  704  East  Glendale,  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  and  CHARMIAN  JUNE  WILLETT 
SCHWARTZ,  1446  Benedict  Canyon 
Drive,  Beverly  Hills,  Calif.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 
transaction.  Applicants’  attorneys: 
Daniel  J.  Ahern,  700  South  Desplaines 
Street,  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  Nuel  D.  Belnap, 

1  North  La  SaUe  Street,  Chicago,  Ill. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  controlled 
and  merged:  Iron,  steel,  copper  and 
brass  articles,  structural  steel,  paints, 
and  machinery,  as  a  contract  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  from  De  Kalb,  Jo¬ 
liet,  and  Waukegan,  Ill.,  and  points  in  the 
Chicago,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  to  Chicago, 

Ill.,  and  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  and 
Wisconsin  within  150  nnles  of  Chicago; 
aluminum  products,  from  the  site  of  the 
warehouse  of  Joseph  T.  Ryerson  and  Son, 
Inc.,  in  Chicago,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Indi¬ 
ana  and  Wisconsin  within  150  mDes  of 
Chicago.  THE  WILLETT  COMPANY  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Indiana,  Illinois,  and  Wisconsin. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tempo¬ 
rary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

Note:  No.  MC-66462  Sub-8  is  a  matter 
directly  related. 

'  No.  MC-F-8173.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  ATLANTA  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.,  1268  Caroline  Street  NE.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  of  ATLANTA- ASHEVILLE  MOTOR 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  260  University  Avenue 
SW.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  for  acquisition 
by  JENNINGS  E.  WATKINS  and  JAMES 
L.  WATKINS,  1268  Caroline  Street 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  of  control  of  AT¬ 
LANTA -ASHEVILLE  MOTOR  EX¬ 
PRESS,  INC.,  through  the  acquisition 
by  ATLANTA  MOTOR  LINES,  INC. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Paul  M.  DanieU, 
Watkins  &  Daniell,  214  Grant  Budding, 
Atlanta  3,  Ga.  Operating  rights  sought 
to  be  controlled:  General  commodities, 
excepting,  among  others,  household 
goods  and  liquid  commodities  in  bulk, 
as  a  common  carrier  over  regular  routes 
between  Hollywood,  Ga.,  and  Toccoa, 
Ga.,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 
Restriction:  The  operation  authorized 
above  is  restricted  against  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  shipments  moving  between 
Toccoa  and  Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  points  be¬ 
yond  Atlanta;  general  commodities,  ex¬ 
cepting,  among  others,  household  goods 
but  not  excepting  commodities  in  bulk, 
between  Buford,  Ga.,  and  Asheville,  N.C., 
serving  all  intermediate  and  certain  off- 
route  points,  and  between  Atlanta,  Ga., 
and  Buford,  Ga.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  and  the  off -route  points  within  15 
miles  of  Atlanta,  Ga.;  carpets,  carpet¬ 
ing,  rugs,  yarn,  latex,  latex  compounds, 
textile  machinery  and  textile  machinery 
parts,  scoured  wool,  rayon  and  synthetic 
fibre  and  shipping  containers,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  between  Dahlonega  and 
Rabun  Gap,  Ga.,  and  Robbinsville,  N.C. 
ATLANTA  MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
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in  Georgia,  North  Carolina,  and  Ten¬ 
nessee.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6499;  Filed,  July  3t  1962; 
8:51  am.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

June  29, 1962. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  40  of  the  general  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15 
days  from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 


Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  37817:  Phosphate  rock  from 
Tennessee  points  to  central  territory. 
Filed  by  O.  W.  South,  Jr.,  Agent  (No. 
A4208) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers. 
Rates  on  phosphate  rock,  ground  or  not 
ground,  as  described  in  the  application, 
in  carloads,  from  specified  L&N  RR  points 
in  Tennessee,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Ohio,  and  West  Virginia. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  5  to  Southern 
Freight  Association  tariff  I.C.C.  S-195. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  62-6500:  Filed,  July  3,  1962; 

8:51  a.m_] 


CUMULATIVE  CODIFICATION  GUIDE— JULY 


The  following  numerical  guide  is  a  list  of  the  parts  of  each  title  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  affected  by  documents  published  to  date  during  July. 


3  CFR  Paee 

Proclamations  : 

•  May  1,  1937 _  6253 

3468 _  6255 

3480 _  6253 

Executive  Orders: 

Dec.  1,  1910 _  6281 

Feb.  3,  1913 _  6281 

Nov.  22.  1924 _  6340 


Presidential  Documents  Other 
Than  Proclamations  and  Execu¬ 
tive  Orders: 

Memorandum,  July  1,  1962— _  6255 

5  CFR 


5  - 6257 

6  _ 6257,6311 

25 -  6311 

30 _ 6257 

6  CFR 

421 -  6257 

464 - 6311 

540 . 6314 


7  CFR 

728 _ 

917 _ 

919 _ 

921 _ 

Proposed  Rules: 
29 _ 

13  CFR 

Proposed  -Rules: 


121 - 6338 

14  CFR 

4b__ . 6321 

22 -  6322 

40_ . 6321 

41  - 6321 

42  -  6321 

44 -  6321 

600  -  6265,6266 

601  - 6265,6266 


Proposed  Rules: 
71  [New]. 

73  [New]. 

75  [New]. 

77  [New]. 

79  [New]. 


_  6314 

6317-6319 

_  6319 

_  6320 

_  6332 
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Proposed  Rules — Continued 

600  _  6284,6300,6336 

601  _  6284,6300,6336 

602  _  6300 

608 _  6300 

626 _  6300 

16  CFR 

13 _  6266,  6267,  6323-6325 

19  CFR 

10 _ 6325 

19 _  6325 

22 _  6325 

21  CFR 

120  _  6327 

121  _  6327,  6328 

Proposed  Rules: 

121 _ 6335 

26  CFR 

151 . 6328 

32  CFR 

1001 _  6268 

1002  _  6269 

1003  _  6269 

1007  _  6272 

1008  _  6275 

1009  _  6275 

1011  _  6277 

1012  _  6278 

1013  _  6278 

1014  _  6278 

1015  _  6279 

1054 _  6280 

1057 . 6280 

1710 _  6280 

36  CFR 

1 - - -  6280 

38  CFR 

3 - : -  6281 

42  CFR 

57 - 6328 

43  CFR 

191 -  6329 

203 _ i _  6329 

Public  Land  Orders: 

2714 _ 6281 


46  CFR 

Page 

Proposed  Rules: 

502 _ 

_  6337 

47  CFR 

2 _ _ _  _ 

-  6329 

3  _ 

_  6330 

16 _  .  _ 

_  6282 

43 _ 

_  6282 

Proposed  Rules: 

3 _ 

. .  6337 

50  CFR 

Proposed  Rules: 

12 _ 

_  6284 

puLtic  Papers  of  tlu 
presidents 


Containing  Public  Messages, 
Speeches  and  Statements, 
Verbatim  News  Conferences 


Volumes  for  the  following  years 
are  now  available: 

Truman: 

1945 _ $5.50 

Eisenhower: 

1953  _ $6.75 

1954  _  7.25 

1955  _  6.75 

1956  _  7.25 

1957  _  6.75 

1958— . 8.25 

1959 _  7.00 

1960-61 _  7.75 

Kennedy: 

1961_ . $6.00 

Published  by  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register,  National  Archives  and  Records 
Service,  General  Services  Administration 

Order  from  Superintendent  of  Documents, 
United  States  Government  Printing  OfRce, 
Washington  25,  D.C. 


